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THE 
LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE COMPANY, Ltp. 


HEAD OFFICE: 37, PRINCESS STREET, MANCHESTER. 
Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 


This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
HM. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 


The ‘CLIMAX ” POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, <c. 
Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 


Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R. KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 


EsTABLISHED 1853. 

Capital Stock ... ove 906 ooo +. £400,000 
Debenture Stock se6 pa ae we £228,130 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 

. OSCAR NASH, F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 


xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of X 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


























ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS - - - - - £ 4,400,000 
INCOME - - - : - £600,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £ 2,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £ 16,000,000 





TdE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrsovr Prorrts. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





Age | Premium 


20 | 178°, 


Age | Premium | Age | Premium 
30 | £116 %,| 40 | £2 10%, 











£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





Duration | 10 yrs. 20 yrs. | 80 yrs. | 40 yrs. | 


£1,438 | $1,194 | 63,067 


| Amount of Policy | 1,199 





Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


VOL. XLVIII., No. 20. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, MARCH 19, 1904. 

*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL, 

Ail letters intended for publication in the Sonicrrors’ JOURNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 
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Current Topics. 


In consEQuENcE of the lamented death of His Royal Highness 
the Duxs or Camsrinex, K.G., the proposed opening of the New 
Wing of the Law Society’s building by His Majesty the King, 
appointed for Monday, the 21st inst., will be postponed. 





Srr Henry Fowzzr has given notice of his intention to ask 
on Friday in this week the following question in the House of 
Commons: ‘To ask Mr. Attorney-General whether, under the 
Land Transfer Rules, 1903, the registrar is not given practically 
unlimited discretion to issue certificates of absolute title confer- 
ring an immediate government guarantee of validity in cases 
where a purchaser has been registered with a peavey title 
for a period of six years, and whether any fund has been set 
aside from the receipts of the Land Registry for providing an 
indemnity ; and if not, or if the same is insufficient, whether the 
whole indemnity, or the deficiency, as the case may be, is pay- 
able out of the consolidated fund of the United Kingdom, and 
whether such rules have been made with the advice and assistance of 
the Rule Committee.” As the —— rule referred to was in 
fact made against the advice of the majority of the Rule Com- 
mittee, it will be interesting to see how the Land Registry 
replies to the last part of the question. 





Tue case of Bailleau v. The Victorian Society of Notaries, 
decided by Sir Lewis Drspry, as Master of the Faculties, on the 
10th of February, will serve to remind us of the fact thet 
the Court of Faculties has still, under 25 Hen. 8, c. 21; 41 
Geo. 3, c. 74, and subsequent Acts, jurisdiction to appoint notari+s 
public in England and the colonies. Notaries do not occupy so 
important a position in this country as upon the continent or in 
Scotland, but they are much resorted to abroad whenever « 
solemn record of a transaction is required. By the law of 
England the mere production of the certificate of a notary public 
stating that a deed has been executed before him will not in 





| any way dispense with the proper evidence of the execution of 
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the deed. By foreign law a notary public has greater power, 
and his certificate, sealed with his notarial seal, is admitted in the 
courts of law in proof of the validity of documents. But the 
business of a notary in the City of London is still important. 
He has duties with regard to the dishonour of foreign bills of 
exchange, and he receives the affidavits of mariners and masters 
of ships for the purpose of drawing up their protests. Many 
documents also pass before notaries under their notarial seal which 
makes them evidence in foreign courts, though they are not 
admissible here. The learned Master, in the case previously 
referred to, expressed his opinion that the duties of a notary 
could, asa general rule, be most safely entrusted to those who had 
had a legal training, but in the exceptional circumstances of 
the case he sanctioned the appointment of an applicant who had 
not been admitted as a solicitor. 





Tue casE of The United States vy. The Northern Securities Co., 
just decided by the Supreme Court of the United States, has 
excited extraordinary interest among Americans, but will not be 
regarded with equal interest by English lawyers, as it turns 
upon the proper construction of certain sections of the Sherman 
Anti-Trust Act, 1890, ‘An Act to protect trade and commerce 
against unlawful restraints and monopolies.” The facts, briefly 
stated, were that the Northern Pacific Railway and the Great 
Northern Railway, being parallel and competing lines, it was 
agreed by a number of shareholders in both companies that a 
company should be formed, to be called “The Northern 
Securities Co.,” for the purposes of acquiring and holding a 
majority of the shares in the two companies, and that these 
shares when acquired should be exchanged for stock in the new 
company, which would thereby become the sole owner of, and 
entitled to vote in respect of, the shares. The decision of the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals, which has now been 
affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States, was that a 
contract or combination which restricts the right of a railway 
company to fix its own rates independently of natural com- 
petitors places a direct restraint upon inter-state commerce, 
inasmuch as it tends to prevent competition, and is, therefore, 
in violation of the Act, and that an injunction must be granted 
to restrain the Northern Securities Co. from voting or receiving 


railway companies. A similar case has not, we believe, 
occurred in this country, and we apprehend that there is nothing 
to prevent any person from acquiring a large proportion of the 
stock in a railway company for the purpose of securing control 
over it, as is stated to have recently happened in the case of the 
Metropolitan District Railway Co. 





THE APPROACHING opening of the new wing of the Law 
Society’s buildings, now unfortunately postponed, has naturally 
directed much attention to the architectural merits or demerits 
(according to the view of the spectator) of the new wing. But 


public and professional interest has mainly been concentrated | has become so common as to amount to a nuisance. 


on the four lightly-clad ladies who have recently taken their 
seats in perilous positions at the outside of the two large 
windows of the ground floor. 
young and active women be considered to represent the Council 
of the society? And why, in order to do so, should the figures 
be so remarkably destitute of clothing? One could under- 
stand, so it is said by cynical persons, that figures of very 
elderly and toothless ladies, decently clad—indeed entirely 
veiled in mystery—might be a not inappropriate symbol of the 
Council in its occasional fits of inertia; but here we have images 
of youthful and athletic damsels with very little concealment 
about them—very unsymbolical and, moreover, highly corrupting 
to the morals of the younger members of the society. We are 
glad to be able to dispel all these ignorant criticisms. Although 
we have no official information on the subject, we venture to 
surmise thet, by a beautiful allegorical idea, these figures are 
intended to represent four lady litigants in person after they 
have paid the costs of the other side. They have had to part 


with their vesture in order to raise such costs, and are left with 
only a small figleaf, in the shape of a little blanket or horse- 
rug, wherewith to cover their nudity. So regarded, the figures 
are a valuable symbolical warning to all litigants in person. 


Ser . rom } | correspondence. 
dividends in respect of the shares which it held in the two | 





Why, everyone is asking, should | and in other important places. 








We reject the suggestion which has been made that the ladigg 
have intentionally bared their bosoms to the “ nice sharp quillets 
of the law” in the form of writs, orders, and executions; that ig 
not the way of the lady litigant in person. 





WE print elsewhere correspondence which has passed between 
the Council of the Incorporated Law Society and the Estate Duty 
Office with regard to the delays attending the new system. It ig 
tolerably obvious from the letter of the 1st of March, with which 
the correspondence sent for publication commences, that up to that 
date the Council had considered that the monstrous inconvenience 
to which solicitors and their clients were subjected was merely 
‘the inevitable result of changes in the arrangement of business 
in the office,” and had rested content with the expression by the 
office of their intention to issue a notice as to additional facilities 
in special and urgent cases. After the correspondence which 
appeared in our columns and elsewhere, however, the Council 
awoke to the fact that the official assurance did not ‘‘ remove the 
causes of complaint,” and they wrote to suggest that solicitors 
might be allowed, on their own responsibility, and without 
special application, to present accounts for assessment and pay 
the duties by personal attendance, notwithstanding the general 
adoption of a system of postal correspondence; and also that all 
applications of a simple character, such as re-assessing. interest 
on duty after twenty-one days have expired, should be dealt 
with within forty-eight hours. To this the Office reply that in 
all cases accounts must, in the first instance, be left or sent b 
post, but a solicitor may, on leaving or sending accounts, a 
for an appointment “‘ upon his certifying that the case is one in 
which he considers it necessary to have an interview.” This is, 
of course, practically a continuance of the present system, as to 
which, in a letter which we published on the 20th of February 
last, correspondents told us that they had lodged accounts with 
an intimation that it was a case in which personal attendance 
would be necessary, and after five weeks they were asked 
to attend. No assurance is given to the Council that a speedy 
personal attendance will be granted. Then the Office intimate 
to the Council that arrangements ‘‘ will be made’’ for disposing, 
“with all possible dispatch,” of minor matters by means of 
We all know what kind of dispatch is 
“possible” in the Office. And finally, instead of the assurance 
for which the Council asked, that applications of a simple 
character, such as re-assessing interest, should be dealt with 
within forty-eight hours, they are told that arrangements will, 
as soon as possible, be ‘“‘ considered” with the object of disposing 
promptly of short formal business, such as re-assessing interest. 
Observe, there is no pledge that such arrangements will be 
adopted. The Council, in their covering letter to us, speak of 
the “‘ satisfactory assurances ” contained in this letter. We re 
be permitted to say that they appear to be rather easily satisfied. 





Tuz maxine of collections in the streets for charitable objects 
How to 
stop this nuisance has lately given rise to very troublesome 
questions and to a certain amount of ill-feeling in Manchester 
The (often most worthy) persons 


who make these collections cannot be treated as beggars under 


the Vagrancy Act, although they do in fact “ place themselves 
in a public place to gather alms.” This has been established 
by the High Oourt in the case of Pointon vy. Hill (32 W. R. 479, 
12 Q. B. D. 306). The court in that case laid it down that persons 
are not within the Vagrancy Act who go about in an orderly 
manner asking for charitable contributions for a certain specific 
purpose. Such persons do not beg as a habit or mode of life, 
and cannot be classed as “idle and disorderly persons.” In 
London the difficulty has been recently dealt with under the 
provisions of the Metropolitan Streets Act, 1903. This Act 
extends the power given by the Metropolis Streets Act, 1867, to 
the Commissioner of Police to make regulations for regulating 
the traffic of the streets, so that he can make regulations t 
be observed by all persons with respect to the places where, and 
the conditions under which, persons may collect money in any 
street for charitable or other purposes. Under this power the 
commissioner has made regulations providing that no collections 
ul bo made in the roadways or on the footways of the Metro- 
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is unless a permit has been obtained from the commissioner. 
Re obtain this permit two clear days’ notice must be given to the 
commissioner. In no circumstances may boxes at the end of poles 
be used, nor may more than two collectors act in any one place. 
The first case under the new Act for disregarding these regulations 
has recently been before a magistrate. The defendant was found 
collecting for a charity outside the pit entrance to a theatre, 
and when asked to produce her permit, she replied that she had 
not got one, as application for a permit had been made to the 
gommissioner and he had refused it. She, therefore, clearly 
knew she was doing wrong and was rightly mulcted in a small 
fne. Of course the offence is not a serious one, but this first 
case Will help to make the provisions of the new Act better 
known. The regulations are certainly framed for the public 
good, and to put down what has become a very considerable 
nuisance. It is unfortunate that some similar power of regu- 
lating these collections has not been created for the benefit of 
other populous places. The nuisance has by no means been 
confined to the metropolis. 





Tue Lanp Values Assessment and Rating Bill, brought in by 
Mr. TR&EVELYAN, has been read asecond time in the House of 
Commons. It provides that all valuation lists on which local 
rates are based shall contain a separate assessment of the land 
yalues of rateable premises. The land value is to be taken to be 
an amount equal to 3 per cent. on the selling value of the land as 
distinct from the building. Unoccupied premises are to be sub- 
ject to rating, but only on the land value. In any case where the 
land value of premises exceeds the present rateable value, which 
may happen where land ripe for building is not used for 
building, or very poor buildings are allowed to stand on valuable 
sites, rates are to be paid on the land value. Under any lease 
made after the Bill becomes law it is proposed that the occupier 
shall be entitled to deduct from his rent so much of any rate as 
is based on the amount of the land value. But there is to be no 
interference with existing ccntracts between landlord and tenant. 
It is also proposed that deductions made from the gross value 
for the purpose of arriving at the rateable value shall be 
made on the value of the building only, and not on the land 
value. The Bill applies only to London and the boroughs 
and urban districts of England. It appears to be the 

eneral belief that the Bill has no prospect of becoming law this 

sion, and we will merely observe that it is apparently founded 
upon complaints made by certain urban ratepayers that, as 
things stand, the rates are paid by the occupiers and not by the 
owners of the land, though these owners benefit largely by the 
expenditure of the rates in the improvement and development of 
towns. As so these complaints, the report of the Committee on 
Local Rating, made in 1901, may be read with advantage. The 
committee express their opinion that, although it might be 
possible to assign separate values to site and structure where a 
comparison could be made with neighbouring property of a 
similar character which had been recently let, such a system 
would be attended by uncertainty, complication, and expense. 
The valuation of every site upon the basis of the rent which 
might be obtained for it if it were cleared would be highl 
speculative where no means of comparison was ready at hand. 
They add that, in their opinion, no new tax on land is 
required to meet any special expenditure by local authorities 
for its benefit, and that inasmuch as land is not the only 
class of property the value of which may be enhanced by 
circumstances beyond the influence or control of its owners, 
there is no sufficient ground to justify an exceptional mode of 
rating. 





Tue rutine of the Common Serjeant in the case of Rex v. 
Kaufman, tried at the recent sittings at the Central Criminal 
Court, has been the subject of some criticism. So far as we 
have been able to gather the facts from a brief report in the 
newspapers, it appears that the defendant was indicted, under 
section 7 of the Oriminal Law Amendment Act, 1885, with 
taking an unmarried girl under the age of eighteen out of the 
possession, and against the will, of her mother. The section pro- 
vides that any person who with intent that any unmarried girl 
under the age of eighteen years should be unlawfully and 
carnally known by any man takes or causes to be 








taken such girl out of the possession and against the will of 
her father or mother, or any other person having the lawful 
care or charge of her, shall be guilty of a misdemeanour. It 
appears, according to the report, that the defendant had invited 
the girl to dine with him at a restaurant; thet she had remained 
in his company till late at night, and had then said that she was 
afraid to go home, whereupon he took her to a little hotel, 
passed the night with her, and afterwards placed her in a lodging 
where she remained till she was discovered by her relations. The 
Common Serjeant said that the girl appeared to have left her 
home of her own free will, and it was not through anything the 
prisoner had done. In these circumstances the prosecution 
could not be sustained, and it would be the duty of the 
jury to acquit the prisoner. We have some difficulty in 
reconciling this ruling with the cases upon the construction 
of section 55 of the Offences against the Person Act, 1861. 
This section enacts that whosoever shall unlawfully take, or 
cause to be taken, any unmarried girl being under the age 
of sixteen years out of the possession and against the will of her 
father or mother shall be guilty of a misdemeanor. In Reg. v. 
Timmins (30 L. J. M.C. 45) where the prisoner was indicted 
under section 20 of 9 Geo. 4, c. 31 (corresponding with section 
55 of the Offences against the Person Act, 1861), Erte, J., 
following Reg. v. Manktelow (22 L. J. M. C. 115), said: “The 
statute was passed for the protection of parental rights. 
It is perfectly clear law that any disposition of the girl, 
or any consent or forwardness on her part, are immaterial 
on the question of the prisoner’s liability under this 
section. The prisoner took the girl from her father, from 
under his roof, and away from his control, for three days and 
nights, and cohabited with her during that time, and placed 
her in a condition quite inconsistent with her being at the time 
in her father’s possession. We think that in these facts there is 
enough to justify the jury in finding that he took her from the 
possession of her father, even though he intended her to return 


'to him.” We are unable to find in the words of section 7 of 


the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885, anything to warrant 
the ioference that to constitute the offence created by the 
section it is necessary to prove absence of consent on the part of 
the girl. The object of the Legislature appears to have been to 
extend the limit of age prescribed by the earlier Acts, but not 
to alter the evidence required to prove the offence. In any case, 
we should have thought that there was evidence of a “ taking 
out of possession ” for the consideration of the jury, and we hope 
that at some future period the construction of the section may 
be determined by the Court for Crown Cases Reserved. 





WE print elsewhere a letter from a correspondent questioning 
the accuracy of our statement in a recent article (ante, p. 273) 
that upon an assignment of an equitable interest in a trust fund 
notice to one of the trustees is a sufficient protection to the 
assignee so long as that trustee remains alive. ‘‘ But in the 
event of his death,’’ we observed, “it seems that the effect of 
the notice is at an end, and the way is again open for subse- 
quent assignees to obtain priority: Zimson v. Ramsbottom (2 
Keen 35), though see yer Lord Macnacuren in Ward vy. Duncombe 
(42 W. R. 59; 1893, A. C. 369).” Ward v. Duncombe is the 
name on appeal of the case of Re Wyatt, White v. Ellis (40 
W. R. 177; 1892, 1 Ch. 188), to which our correspondent refers, 
and incidentally we may remark that it would be a great 
convenience if the procedure in the House of Lords was 
similar to that in the Court of Appeal, so that the names 
of cases might continue unchanged. Our correspondent is 
quite justified in suggesting that the sentence above quoted is in 
contradiction with the decision of the Court of Appeal, which was 
affirmed by the House of Lords. The effect of the notice is not 
at an end so far as s subsequent assignments made during 
the life of the trustee to whom the first assignee gave notice. The 
subsequent assignee, had he inquired of a// the trustees, would, 
or might, have heard of the first assignment, and as the first 
assignee has done sufficient to prevent the second assignee from 
being imposed upon, he retains his priority. This was the case 
in Ward v. Duncombe, But there is the further question as to 
whether the first assignee’s notice continues to have effect after 
the death of the trustee as regards assignments made subse- 
quently to the death. In Zimson vy. tom (2 Keen 35) it 
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was held that it hadno continuing effect, and that an assignee whose 
assignment was taken after the trustee’s death might, by giving 
notice to the new or surviving trustees, displace the priority of the 
first assignee. Upon the correctness of this view there was no need 
to decide in Ward v. Duncombe, but Lord Macnacuren expressed 
disapproval of it, and the point is now an open one, although 
Tvmson v. Ramsbottom is still followed in courts of first instance : 
Re Phillips’ Trusts (1903, 1 Ch. 183). “I can imagine,” said his 
lordship, ‘‘ nothing more inconvenient than that it should be 
possible to have a scramble for priorities on the appointment 
of new trustees. Nothing, I think, would be less likely to 
conduce to the security of equitable titles.” 





Tae Locat Government Board have just issued, under 
section 6 of the Locomotivas on Highways Act, 1896, an 
important ‘‘ Mvtor-cars (Use and Construction) Order, 1903.” 
This new order repeals and re-enacts, with amendments and 
additions, the Light Locomotives on Highways Order, 1896, 
which—+ otwithstanding its limit of speed to twelve miles an hour 
everywhere, and of even less speed in special cases, and 
notwitlstanding the increase of maximum speed by the Act 
of 1903—has been in force up to the present time. The 
main amendments are that there is no longer a departmental 
maximum of speed ; that the maximum width of a motor-car 
is increased from six feet six inches to seven feet two inches; 
that it is only a constable in unifurm who can stop a motor-car 
in progress so long as is reasonably necessary, and that any 
person in charge of any horse (omitting the description 
‘‘ restive”) may stop a motur-car by putting up his hand. The 
main additions are that search-lights are pruhibited, and that — 

** Every motor-car shall b:2 so constructed as to enable the driver, when 

the motor-car is stationary to stop the action of any machinery 
- « .- 80 far as may be necessary for the prevention of noise. The 
driver shall on every such occasion make prompt and effective use of all 
such means as are provided for the prevention of noise as above 
mentioned.” 
This rule, which appears to be of universal application, and not 
to be confi.ed to towns or villages, will havea very beneficial appli- 
cation. It may perhaps be doubted whether it is retrospective, 
so as to compel the alteration (if necessary) of existing machines 
for the purpose of complying with it, but on the whole we thiak 
that the retrospective construction is the proper one. 





Four portant points are, as appears from an official 
circular accompanying the order, purposely left alone :—speed, 
weight, dazzling lights, and designation of prohibited roads 
and dangerous places by sign-posts. ‘‘ For the present,” 
it is said in the circular, “the Board propose to leave the 
matter of speed” (see section 12 (2) of the Act of 1903, 
which authorizes regulations as to speed in the case of 
cars exceeding two tons in weight unladen) to be dealt with 
under the provisions of the Act” (see sections 1 and 9); but 
“it must not be supposed that the Board contemplate that 
vehicles over two tons in weight ought to travel at a rate 
approaching twenty miles an hour.” The question of, increase 
of weight from three to four tons (see section 12 of the Act) is 
still under the consideration of a Departmental Committee. 
Complaints have been made of the danger and annoyance 
caused by lamps of too great brightness; but, although “ this 
matter has been carefully considered,” the Board “‘ have not yet 
seen their way,” &c., and “trust that motorists will take such 
action as to avoid this cause of complaint, and so render a regula- 
tion unnecessary.” A little more force than this would have been 
more satisfactory here. Finally, as to notices and sign-posts 
(see section 10 of the Act and circular of the 20th of November, 
1903), the Board ratify, and in an appendix to their circular 
print, certain recommendations adopted by the County Councils 
Associations and the Municipal Corporations Association, together 
with the “ uniform symbols ”—such as “‘ for caution, dangerous 
corners, cross-roads, or precipitous places, a hollow red equi- 
lateral triangle with 18in. sides’’—ingeniously devised by those 
associations. “Ifthe recommendations of the associations are 
carried out, it seems to the Board to be unnecessary for them to 
issue ions on the subject ”—notwithstanding that 10 (2) 
of the Act enacts that— 

“ Subject to the regulations as to size and colours to be made by the Local 


Government Board, local authorities shall, within their areas, cause to be 
set up sign-posts denoting dangerous corners, cross-roads, and precipitous 
places, where such sign-posts appear to be necessary.”’ 

This enactment might well be construed as imperative rather 
than as permissive or directory only, but the approval of the 
Board of “uniform symbols” is perhaps tantamount to an actual 
“ regulation.” 





Ty a case tried some days ago before Buox ey, J., sitting asa 
judge of the King's Bench Division, in which the verdict was 
for the plaintiff, the cause of action was that valuable cats 
belonging to her had been poisoned by the defendant, who kept 
pigeons. We learn from the case of Davies v. Powell (Willes, 
46) that actions of trover have been several times brought for 
dogs, and heavy damages recovered. It is also provided by 
section 41 of the Malicious Damage Act, 1861, that whoever 
shall unlawfully and maliciously kill, maim, or wound any dog, 
bird, beast, or other animal, not being cattle, but being either 
the subject of larceny at common law, or beiog ordinarily kept 
in a state of confinement or for any domestic purpose, shall be 
liable to fine or imprisonment. Instances of actions of trespass 
or trover with respect to domestic cats may possibly be found in 
the chronicles of our county courts, but we have no recollection 
of any such action in the High Court. But the general principle 
that a property may be acquired in avimals so long as they 
remain tame is especially applicable to cats, and as certain 
specimens of their race now command a prica which could not 
have been imagined in the days of Lord C xg, a time may come 
in which they may be thought worthy of s»me notice in our 
legal treatises. 





The Distinction Between Power and 
Ownership in Relation to Cove- 
Alter-acquired 


nants to Settle 


Property. 


Tue distinction between a general power and ownership, which 
has, for so many purposes, been abolished by statute, or by 
judicial decision, is still of importance in construing covenants 
to settle after-acquired property. Thus it has been held that the 
common form of the clause to settle after-acquired property does 
not include a general power of appointment; in other words, 
that a covenant to settle property does not amount to a covenant 
to exercise a general power ( Hower v. Smith, 11 Eq 279; Vaizey, 
p. 249; and K. & E. (7th edition), p. 510); but thatif the power 
is exercised in favour of the covenantor by appointing to herself 
property of the value specified in the covenant, such property 
rit be caught by the covenant: Ewart v. Ewart (11 Ha. 276). 

Such cases present no difficulty, but a question not so easy of 
solution arises in cases where the covenantor acquires both an 
absolute interest in, and a general power of appointment over, 
property of the value specified in the covenant. Can the 
covenantor by exercising the power of appointment take the 
property (which would otherwise be caught by the covenant) out 
of its operation? For the determination of this question it seems 
immaterial on principle whether the property is given in the first 
instance absolutely with a superadded general power of appoint- 
ment, or whether the general power come first, followed by an 
absolute interest in default of appointment. 

The authorities are conflicting. In the case of Steward v. 
Poppleton (W.N., 1877, p. 29), where the limitation was to the 
covenantor absolutely, followed by a general power of appoint- 
ment, JesseL, M.R., held that the property came within the 
covenant, and that the covenantor could not, by exercising the 
power, defeat the operation of the covenant; and he pointed out 
that the case of Bower v. Smith (L. R. 11 Eq. 279) was incor- 
rectly reported there, and that the true facts were (as stated in 
19 W. RB. 399) that there was a gift over to strangers (and not to 
the covenantor) in default of appointment by her, which was the 
ratio decidendi. The earlier case of Townshend v. Harrowby (27 
L. J. Ch, 553) was not cited in Steward v. Poppleton, There 

y was limited to the covenantor as she should appoint, 
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eoyenantor) to her executors and administrators. KinDERsLEY, 
y.C., held that the general power of ry: og gpa was not 
affected or controlled by the covenant, and that the covenantor, 
by exercising the power, could take her absolute reversionary 
interest (which otherwise would have been caught) out of the 
operation of the covenant. This decision is clearly inconsistent 
with Steward v. Poppleton. 

In the later case of Ite Lord Gerard (58 L. T. 800), where 
roperty was limited to the covenantor as she should appoint, 
and in default of appointment to herself absolutely, Norrn, J., 
held, that such property was not caught by the covenant, which 
could be defeated by making successive appointments under the 

wer of less value than the amount specified in the covenant. 
This decision also is inconsistent with Steward v. Poppleton, which 
Nortu, J., refused to follow, preferring to base his decision on 
the case of ower v. Smith, which he thought indistinguishable 
from the case with which he was dealing. 

In the very recent case of Re O'Connell (1903, 2 Ch. 574) 
Kexewicu, J., discussed all the authorities. There the limita- 
tion was to the covenantor as she should appoint, and in default 
of appoiutment to herself absolutely, and it was held that such 
roperty was caught by the covenant, which could not be 
defeated by an exercise of the power. Kexewicn, J., expressly 
followed Steward v. Poppleton, which he held to be identical, and 

‘refused to follow Zownshend v. Harrowby and Re Lord Gerard, 
which, he said, were inconsistent with Steward v. Poppleton. 

In this state of the authorities, a decision of the Court of 
Appeal would be welcome, but it is submitted, on principle, that 
the view of Jesse, M.R., and Kexewion, J., is right, and that 
Townshend v. Harrowby and Re Lord Gerard should be overruled. 








The Land Transfer Rules, 1903. 
v. 
REGISTERED Deatincs Wirn Recisterep Lanp. 


As to Registered Dispositions Generally.—The rules relating to 
registered dispositions generally, and prescribing their form, 
their execution and attestation, their registration, and the mode 
in which questions of stamp duty are to be dealt with, have 
been transposed so as to precede the rules dealing specifically 
with transfers and charges. The rules relating to the form 
of disposition (rules 97 and 98) have been redrafted so as to 
make it clearer that, while the scheduled forms are intended for 
general use, there is to be power for the registrar to sanction 
variations. Thus rule 97 provides that the forms in the first 
schedule are to be used in all matters to which they refer, or are 
capable of being applied or adapted, with such alterations and 
additions, if any, as are necessary or desired and the registrar 
allows ; and instruments for which no form is provided or to 
which the scheduled forms cannot conveniently be adapted are 
to be in such form as the registrar shall direct or allow, 
the scheduled forms being followed as nearly as circum- 
stances will permit (rule 98). The appropriate words 
may be used for introducing implied covenants under 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881 (rule 99). Every instrument 
of transfer, charge, exchange, or partition of registered land is to 
be executed as a deed, and attested (rules 107, 108). The old rule 
160, which regulated the priority of instruments presented for 
registration, has been recast, and is now represented by rules 
111-113, the effect being that instruments handed in at the 
registry rank according to the actual time of presentation ; 
instruments delivered by post or under cover during business 
hours are treated as delivered at the close of the day; and if so 
delivered after business hours are treated as delivered at the 
next opening of the office. New rules have been added with 
respect to the names and addresses of persons to be entered on 
the register (rule 114), providing for alteration in instruments 
delivered for registration before an entry has been made (rule 
115), and allowing an instrument affecting two or more titles to 
be registered against one only (rule 116). : 

Reference has already been made (ante, p. 294) to rule 95, 
which enables intending applicants for first registration of title 
to lodge a priority notice. Similar provision is made by rule 117 
with respect to the intended registration of a disposition by the 


registered proprietor of land or of a charge. The priority notice 
is to be Roy y Hapa by the land certificate or certificate of 
charge, and if the proposed instrument is delivered for regis- 
tration within fourteen days, or any extended time allowed by 
the registrar, it has priority over other instruments delivered in 
the meantime, Rule 119 reproduces the provision of the old 
rule 162, that, except where otherwise provided by the rules, all 
deeds, applications, and other documents on which any entry in 
the register is founded shail be retained in the registry. The 
exceptions are (1) the deed or other document of title delivered 
with an application for possessory registration, which can, at 
the applicant’s option, be either retained in the registry or 
delivered to him (rule 24); the documents of title delivered upon 
an application for registration with absolute title (rule 44) ; 
building society and other similiar charges (rule 121); and 
leases which are presented at the registry in order that notice of 
them may be entered (rule 205). And a new rule has been 
added for the purpose of meeting the case of a disposition of 
registered leasehold land where the lease requires all dis- 
positions to be produced to and endorsed by the lessor or his 
agent. After registration of the disposition, such a stipulation 
isto be sufficiently complied with by production and endorse- 
ment of the land certificate or certificate of charge (rule 120). 
Probably as a matter of convenience lessors would assent to 
this, but itis not clear how the rules have authority to declare 
what shall bea sufficient compliance with the terms of a 
contract. 

Transfers of Land.—With regard to registered transfers of land 
the rules have undergone very little alteration. The effect of 
such a transfer, when made for valuable consideration, is deter- 
mined, in the case of absolute titles, by section 30, and in the 
cases of possessory titles by section 32 of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1875, and it is upon the statutory efficacy of registered, 
transfers that the system of registration of title really rests. 
Under section 30 a registered transfer for valuable consideration 
of freehold land registered with an absolute title confers on the 
transferee an estate in fee simple in the land transferred, subject 
(1) to registered incumbrances, and (2) to matters declared by 
the Act not to be incumbrances, but free from all other estates 
and interests whatsoever. Under section 32 the effect in the 
case of land registered with a possessory title is the same, 
except that the transfer does not affect or prejudice “ any right 
or interest adverse to or in derogation of the title of the first 
registered proprietor, and subsisting or capable of arising at 
the time of the registration of such proprietor.” Apparently 
the words “ right or interest” are used here instead of the 
fuller phrase “estate, right, or interest” occurring in section 
8 with respect to first registration of possessory title 
merely by an oversight, and though they are as wide in their 
scope as the fuller phrase, the oversight has resulted in an 
unfortunate want of uniformity in the language of the rules. 
This matter we had occasion to discuss recently (ante, p. 187). 
The statutory effect of the transfer seems to be sufficiently 
plain, and was pointed out by Cozens-Harpy, L J., in his judg- 
mentin Capital and Counties Bank v. Rhodes (51 W. R. 474 ; 1903, 
1 Ch. 631). “The transfer by registered disposition takes effect 
by virtue of an overriding power and not by virtue of any estate 
in the registered proprietor.” If the title is absolute, then the 
transferee obtains a statutory fee simple, which is the | 
estate ; if the title is possessory, he obtains similarly a fee sim 
and the legal estate, unless: that estate was outstanding at 
the date of first registration. The system of registration does 
not interfere with dealings with the land off the register. The 
power so to deal with the land is, indeed, ex y preserved 
by section 49 of the Act of 1875. But deali by way of 
uoregistered assurance are subject to be overridden by a 
registered transfer unless they have been so protected by 
cautions or otherwise that such a transfer cannot be made. 
The statutory power of transfer is the fundamental matter in 
registration of title. 

The only changes in the rules dealing with transfer (rules 126- 
157) to which itis necessary to call attention are the following : 
A new rule has been introduced relating to the transfer of 
part of the land held under a lease. such a case the 
covenant on the part of the transferee implied by section 39 of 
the Act of 1875 is to be limited to the payment of the appor- 
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tioned rent (if any), and the performance and observance of 
the covenants so far only as they affect the part transferred 
(rule 139). A new rule has been introduced specifying the effect 
to be given to a transfer for valuable consideration of leasehold 
land registered with a ‘“ good leasehold title.” It is equivalent 
to a transfer of an absolute title except that it does not “ affect 
or prejudice the enforcement of any estate, right, or interest 
affecting or in derogation of the lessor to grant the lease” 
(rule 141). It may be noticed that the simplicity of this and the 
previous rule is seriously marred by the reference to 
section 35, which specifies a form of registration now 
obsolete—namely, registration of leasehold land with a declara- 
tion that the lessor had an absolute title to grant the 
lease. Unf.rtunately section 35 has not been amended in 
correspondence with the amendment of section 13, which 
introduced the registration of leasehold land with an 
absolute title; and the framers of the rules seem to have 
considered themselves bound to adhere to the language of 
section 35. Whether this was necessary or not, the result is 
confusing. A rule is introduced enabling the registrar to 
dispense with the production of the land certificate on a 
disposition by a mortgagee or other person under or by virtue 
of an interest or power not affected by the registration or 
entered as an incumbrance prior to registration (rule 152). It is 
not clear why such authority is required. The power to require 
production of the land certificate depends on section 8 of the Act 
of 1897, and applies only in the case of a disposition by a 
registered proprietor. Rule 157 is also new, and enables a 
registered proprietor to make a provisional transfer of part of 
his land to an intending purchaser. A land certificate as to 
such part will be issued to the transferor, and on completion of 
the purchase can be handed to the purchaser. Otherwise it will 
be returned to the registrar to be cancelled and the provisional 
registration will also be cancelled. 








Reviews. 


Registration of Title. 


THE PRINCIPLES AND PracTicE oF LAND REGISTRATION UNDER 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACTS, 1875 AND 1897, WITH THE TEXT OF 
THE ACTS, AND THE RULES AND FEE ORDER OF 1903. By A. R. G. 
JENNINGS, LL.B., and G. M. KryprersLey, Barristers-at-Law, 
and of the Land Registry. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This work is in the main a reprint in convenient form of the Land 
Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897, and the Rules of 1903, with the Forms 
and the Fee Order. The publishers have adopted an ingenious method 
by which the reader can turn at once to any one of these different 
matters, a circumstance which greatly increases the value of the 
book. The original work of the compilers is confined to some 
forty preparatory pages in which they give a concise outline of the 
objects and practice of registration. We gather from the preface 
that they take an unfavourable view of the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Capital and Counties Bank v. Rhodes (1903, 1 Ch. 631), and 
especially of the judgment of Cozens-Hardy, L.J. This is not sur- 
prising in a book emanating from officials of the Land Registry, but 
for the present it must be assumed that the decision is correct. If it 
was, as the authors hint, founded on defective acquaintance with the 





| pensation Acts justifies the existence of this series of reports. 
|of the cases here reported are not to be found elsewhere. 


Acta, their book would not have been an unfitting place to point out | 


where the judgment of the learned Lord Justice went wrong. This, 
however, perhaps wisely, they refrain from attempting. 








The Licensing Laws. 


THE Licexsep Victvatiens’ Haxpy Guipe To THE LICENSING 
Laws: Beine a Sxetcu or THE History or, AND NoTES Upon, 
THE Licessinc Laws, iy Particutak THE LICENSING ACT 
oF 1902, wit Practica, Hints to Prericans. By Henry 
Mruzs Fiscu, Barrister-at-Law. The Country Brewers’ Gazette 
(Limited), 

The little book is specially intended for brewers and publicans, 
and contains a great deal of information, very clearly stated, of the 
greatest importance to those persons. The passing of the Licensing 
Act of 1902 caused a large number of small books to be put on the 
market; but this, though rather late in the field, is one of the best 
for the use of the class to whom it is addressed. The intelligent 
publican will find it well worthy of study, and will no doubt by read- 
ing it acquire much useful knowledge as to the serious dutics an 








liabilities put upon him by the law. The book contains, first of all, 
an historical sketch of the law, then a careful exposition of the Act of 
1902, and then a series of short chapters on closing hours, betting on 
licensed premises, adulteration, offences, &c.; then comes a chapter 
called ‘‘ Practical Hints to Publicans.’’ Some of these ‘‘ hints” are 
very good, all should be taken. Some, however, are not such as to 
make much impression on the publican who is not already fully aliye 
to their importance, e.g., ‘‘never give credit,” ‘‘ never quarrel with 
any one,” ‘‘ be careful to avoid offending the police.” These matters 
are hardly likely to be learnt out of a book. 





Yearly Digest. 


THE YEARLY DicEsT OF REPORTED CASES FOR THE YEAR 1903, 
DECIDED IN THE SUPREME AND OTHER CovURTS, INCLUDING 4 
Copious SELECTION OF REPORTED CASES DECIDED IN THE IRIsH 
AND Scotcu Courts. Wir List oF Cases DIGESTED, OveER- 
RULED, CONSIDERED, &C., AND OF STATUTES, ORDERS, RULEs, &c., 
REFERRED TO. (In continuation of ‘‘Beal’s Yearly Digest.) 
Edited by G. R. H111, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


This digest gives a summary of all cases decided in the English 
courts during 1903 and reported up to the 13th of December, anda 
valuable collection of Scotch and Irish cases. This year there 
is a change in the editorship, but the work does not seem in 
any way to have suffered by the change. The same arrangement 
has been followed as in past years; and the same clearness aud care- 
fulness characterize the work. The subjects are arranged in 
alphabetical order, with many cross-references, and no one of intelli- 
gence can well fail to readily discover any case reported which bears 
on the subject he has in hand. The summary of each case is not merely 
the reproduction of the head-note of the case as stated in any series of 
reports, but is generally an original and carefully-drawn note of the 
decision. In fact tiis is a most useful and (we believe) thoroughly 
reliable book of reference, with which every practitioner should be 
supplied. 





Magistrates’ Law. 


THe MAGISTRATE’S PockET MANvAL. By JoHN F. Cremp, J.P., 
Solicitor, and BERTRAM EVERSLEY Crump, B.A. Sweet & 
Maxwell. 


This very small book appears to have come into being expressly to 
illustrate the saying that ‘‘a little knowledge is a dangercus thing.” 
A considerable amount of ingenuity and skill is shewn in the amount 
of legal information which is here condensed. Itis so much condensed, 
however, as to be more likely to mislead than to instruct a p-+rson 
ignorant of law. For example, the whole subject of hearsay evidence 
is dealt with in forty-five words! Truly the light imparted by such a 
statement of the law must be worse than darkness. The newly 
appointed justice who has not the opportunity of consulting a larger 
book than this had much better trust entirely to his clerk. He is 
generally to be trusted. 





Workmen’s Compensation. 

WoRKMEN’S COMPENSATION CasEs. VoL. V. Edited by R. M. 
Minton-SENHOUSE, Barrister-at-Law. Wm. Clowes & Sous 
(Limited). 

The large number of cases decided under the Workmen’s Com- 

Many 
This 

volume fully comes up to the standard of its predecessors, and the 

table of cases followed, dissented from, &c., will be distinctly useful. 


The Motor-car Acts. 


Tue Moror-car Acts, 1896 anv 1903. The Autocar, 
Bride-street, E.C. 

This is literally a pocket handbook to these Acts; it is obtainable 
for ‘‘ 6d. nett,” and every owner of a motor-car who does not take 
the opportunity which it gives him of acquainting himself at so low 
a cost with the law on which his liabilities depend will be incurring a 
serious responsibility. It sets out, and to some extent explains, the 
Acts and the regulations made thereunder. The anonymous author is 
over-modest. 
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Books Received. 


The Student’s Guide to the Bar. By W. W. Rouse BALL, Barrister- 
at-Law. Seventh Edition. Macmillan & Co. (Limited), 
24. 6d, net. 
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Law in Daily Life: A Collection of Legal Questions Connected | interest on duty after twenty-one days have expired, should be dealt with 


with the Ordinary Events of Everyday Life. From the German of | within forty-eight hours.—Yours faithfully, 


of Rup Von (HERING, with Notes and Additions by HENRY Govupy, 
D.C.L., Regius Professor of Civil Law in the University of Oxford. 
Oxford: At the Clarendon Press. 

The Law Relating to the Compulsory Taking of Land by Public 
Companies and Local Authorities. By TnomAs WAGHORN, Barrister- 
at-Law. Effingham Wilson. 








Correspondence. 


The New Arrangements at the Estate Duty 
Office. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir, Early in the year the Council placed themselves in communica- 
tion with the Secretary of the Estate Duty Office with reference to 
the new regulations as to the transmission by post of accounts requiring 
assessment. The regulations appeared to the Council to be calculated 
to facilitate the work and save the time of the profession in the 
majority of cases. Some of the complaints regarding them were 
due to causes of a temporary character, but others required the 
Council’s careful attention. These involved the question of personal 
appointments in urgent or important cases and the quick disposal of 
minor and formal matters. 

The Cini ii have now received from the Secretary of the E.tate 


(Signed) E. W. Wriu1aMson, Secretary. 
E. Freeth, Esq., Estate Duty Office, Somerset House 


Estate Duty Office, Somerset House, London, W.C., 
10th March, 1904. 
Dear Sir,—Adverting to our interview on the 8th instant, and to your 


letters of the 1st and 3rd instant, I write to say that: 


(1) In all cases accounts should, in the first instance, be left or sent by 
post, but any solicitor may, on leaving or sending accounts, ask for an 
appointment upon his certifying that the case is one in which he considers 
it necessary to have an interview. 

(2) Arrangements will be made for disposing with all possible despatch 
of minor matters by means of correspondence ; and, 

(3) Arrangements will, as soon as possible, be considered with the object 
of disposing promptly of short formal business, such, for instance, as 
re-assessing interest when twenty-one days have expired from the date of 
duty having been assessed.—Yours faithfully, E. Freern, Secretary. 
E. W. Williamson, Esq. 





The Married Women’s Property Act Amendment 
Bill. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—My attention has been called to the paragraph on p. 133 of 
the Law Society’s Gazette for March, where it is stated that a Bill 
‘founded on the draft measure put forward by the Council some 
years ago,” for the amendment of the law relating to married women 


Duty Office tue satisfactory assurances referred to in the correspond- | trustees, has been read a first time in the House of Commons. 


ence of which I beg to enclose a copy. 
E. W. WILLIAMson Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., March 16. 


The following is the correspondence referred to: 


The Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, W.C., 

Ist March, 1904, 
*pear Sir,—The Council are unwilling to trouble you at present with a 
cfurther communication on the subject of the new regulations for the 
transaction of business in your department, but they find it necessary to do 
so in. consequence of the many complaints which reach them. ‘The extent 
vof public feeling on the subject is also shewn by the complaints which 
have appeared in the legal journals as well as in the daily press. 
\With reference to the complaints of delay, the Council have recognized 
thatsome inconvenience in this respect was the inevitable result of changes 
in: the.arrangement of business in the’ office. The Council have, in fact, 
wiven'this explanation to members of the society, and have referred to the 
intention you have announced of issuing public notice as to additional 
facilities in special and urgent cases. It appears, however, that this does 
not remove the causes of complaint. Take, for example, the case of 
country solicitors. ‘They have hitherto had the opportunity of sending 
accounts, &c., by post, or alternatively of attending with them at Somerset 
House, either personally or by their London agents. In practice the 
former course has been adopted in simple cases, and where expedition 
was not important; and the latter course in special cases and cases of 
urgency. It has therefore been practicable for country solicitors to have 
accounts passed, and the duty paid, and the papers returned completed, 
so as to be available by return ot post. This facility the new system would 
abolish in their case, and in like manner London solicitors would not be 
wble to pass accounts so promptly as at present, a result which even the 
suggested provision for special and urgen: cases would not obviate because 
of the additional trouble and delay which would be involved in applying 
for permission to deal with a case by personal attendance instead of 
‘through the post. 
The Council trust that, whatever arrangements are made, there will be 
no diminution of existing facilities ; and, as one method of ensuring this 
result, it is suggested that solicitors might be allowed, on their own 
responsibility, and without special application, to present accounts for 
assessment and pay the duties by personal attendance, notwithstanding 
the general adoption of a system of postal correspondence. 
The Council think that the additional trouble to solicitors which personal 
attendance involves—to say nothing of the sense of responsibility which 
members of the profession may, it is hoped, be assumed to possess—would 
suflice to prevent any unreasonable use of this facility. It is not asked as 
a privilege to solicitors, but in: the interest of the public, though it may 
be remarked that a large proportion of the business of your department 
passes through the hands of solicitors, and that they do undoubtedly 
exercise a beneficial influence in pointing out to clients their obligations 
under the finance laws and affording information and assistance to the 
department, and that therefore facilities afforded to solicitors do really tend 
to promote the successful working of the business of the department.— 
Yours faithfully, 
(Signed) Ki. W. Wiitiamson, Secretary. 
E. Freeth, Ksq., Secretary, Mstate Duty Uffice, Somerset House. 


The Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, W.C., 

srd March, 1904, 

Dear Sir,—Referring to my letter of the Ist instant, I should add that 
the Council specially request that the commissioners will make arrange - 


The statement so made is scarcely correct, as a comparison of the 


two Bills will shew. 


The Bill put forward by the Council ran as follows: 
‘‘ A married woman may, without her husband, dispose of, or join 


in disposing of, real or personal property, including things in action, 


held by her solely or jointly with any other person as trustee, or 
mortgagee, or personal representative, in like manner as if she wére 
a seme sole, 5 
‘‘Tbis section operates to render valid and confirm all dispositions, 
including transfers of mortgages, made after the 3ist day of 
December, 1882, and as well before as after the commencement of 
this Act, and does not render invalid any title or right acquired 
through the husband before the commencement of this Act.” 

The Bill just read a first time runs as follows: ‘‘ A married woman 
who, either alone or jointly with any other person or persons, is an 
executrix or administratrix of the estate of any deceased person, or @ 
trustee of property subject to any trust, shall be, and as from the 
%1st day of December, 1882, shall be deemed to have been capable of 
disposing or of joining in the disposition of any property, whether 
real or personal, forming part of the estate of such deceased person, 
or subject to any such trust, without her husband, as if she were a 
Feme sole. 

‘Provided that nothing herein contained shall render invalid any 
right, title, or interest acquired by an person prior to the com- 
mencement of this Act, and which would have been otherwise 
valid.” 

I think it will be admitted that the present Bill is better drawn 
than that of the Council, though, of course, the object aimed at is the 
same, 

It may not unfairly be asked what have the Council been doing since 
their Bill *‘ was put forward some years ago” ? 


66, Cannon-street, March 16. Joun R. ADAMS. 





Priority as between Incumbrancers on a Trust 
Fund. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir, — Referring to your article ‘* Priority as between Incumbrancers 
ona Trust Fund” in your issue of the 27th ult., on p. 273 you say: 
‘** Notice to one is indeed sufficient so long as that one continues to be 
a trustee. But in the event of his death it seems that the effect of 
the notice is at-an end.” Have you not lost sight of the case in 
Re Wyatt, White v. Ellis (40 W. R.177,C. A)?" HE. Cownann. 

15, Greenvale-road, Well Hall, Eltham, March 14. 

{See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.”"-—Ep. S.J.) 








The treasurer of the borough of Maidenhead (Mr. H. J. Mount) has, 
says the St. James's Gazette, presented for use in the borough police-court 
a washable Bible, on which witnesses were sworn at the weekly sitting of 
the court, The Bible is bound in ivory, has an ivory back, and fs t 
Gin, deep and 4in. wide. The Bible which this volume displaces has been 





ments that all applications of a simple character, such as re-assessing 





in.use for half a century, and has become discoloured and worn, 
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Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


MOORE, NETTLEFOLD, & CO. ». SINGER MANUFACTURING CO. 
No 1. 14th March. 


LANDLORD AND TeNANtT—Distxess ror Renr—SaLte—Percuase BY LANDLORD 
—2 W. & M. sess, 1, c. 5, 8s. 2—Practice—AvrEAL—APPrgeAL FROM 
County Covert with Leave—Power or Court or APPEAL To Give LEAVE 
to AppEaL—Jounty Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), s. 12u— 
Jupicature Acts, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66),s 45, anp 1894 (57 & 58 
Vict. c. 16), 8 1, suB-secrion 5. 

Appeal by the plaintiffs from the judgment of the Divisional Court (Lord 
Alverstone, C.J., and Wills and Channell, JJ.), reversing the decision of 
Judge Smyly, K.C., at the Shoreditch Uounty Court (reported in 51 W. R 
699; 1903, 2 K. B. 168). The action was brought to recover damages for 
the conversion of a sewing machine, the amount claimed not exceeding 
£20. A man named Anton, who was in the employment of the plaintiffs, 
was tenant to them of a house at arent. The defendants had let to Anton 
a sewing machine under a hire-purchase agreement, by one of the terms of 
which the defendants could take possession of the machine upon any 
of the instalments being in arrear. Anton’s rent being in arrear, the 
plaintiffs distrained upon the goods in the house and seized the 
sewing machine. The sewing machine was put up to auction, and the 
plaintiffs’ manager bought it in for the plaintiffs, who thereupon let it out 
on hire to Anton. The defendants, who had not heard of the distress, 
seized the machine upon the instalments under the original hire-purchase 
agreement falling into arrear. The plaintiffs thereupon brought this 
action for conversion. The county court judge found that there was a 
bond fide sale of the sewing machine to the plaintiffs, and he gave judgment 
for them, but gave leave toappeal. The Divisional Court reversed this 
decision, holding, upon the authority of King v. England (12 W. R. 308, 
4 B. & 8. 782), that a landlord could not sell the distrained gods 
under 2 W. & M. sess. 1, c. 5, s. 2, to himself, and that 
therefore the sale was invalid. The Divisional Court refused leave 
to appeal. The Court of Appeal, however, gave leave to appeal. 
A preliminary objection was taken that no appeal lay to the Court of 
Appeal, as the Divisional Court refused leave to appzal. By section 120 
of the County Courts Act, 1838, as the amount claimed did not exceed 
£20, no appeal lay without the leave of the county court judge. By 
section 45 of the Judicature Act, 1873, the decision of the Divisional 
Court on appeals from county courts was to be final unless the Divisional 
Court gave leave to appeal to the Court of Appeal. Section 1, sub-section 
5, of the Judicature Act, 1894: ‘‘In all cases where there is a right of 
appeal to the High Court from any court or person the appeal shall be 
heard and determined by a Divisional Court, constituted as may be pre- 
scribed by rules of court ; and the determination thereof by the Divisional 
Court shall be final, unless leave to appeal is given by that court or by the 
Court of Appeal.’’ It was contended that there was no “right of appeal ”’ 
from the county court to the Divisional Court, as the appeal only lay 
with leave, and therefore section 45 of the Judicature Act, 1873, governed 
the case, and the leave of the Divisional Court to appeal was necessary, 
Re Oddy (43 W. R. 363; 1895, 1 Q. B. 392) was referred to. 

Tue Covut (Corts, M.R., and Romer and Matuew, L.JJ.) overruled 
the objection. They said that the point of time contemplated by section 
1, sub-section 5, of the Judicature Act, 1894, when speaking of a “‘ right 
of appeal,’’ was the time when the Divisional Court was constituted for 
the purpose of hearing the appeal. In some cases there was an absolute 
right of appeal ; in other cases a right of appeal was given by the county 
court judge. The Divisional Court would have to deal with all those 
appeals. in their opinion the words “‘ where there is a right of appeal”’ 
applied to all appealable cases. 

Tue Covrt then heard the appeal case on the merits, aud it was heard 
by consent before two judges (Uollins, 1,R., and Mathew, L.J.), who dis- 
missed the appeal. 

Cottrss, M.R., said that the facts were almost the same as those in 
King v. England, except that in that case there had beea an appraisement 
of the goods distrained —a step which at that date was necessary —and the 
eale to the landlord was by private treaty instead of by auction. But in 
each case there purported to be a sale. By 2 W. & M. sexs. 1, c. 5, 8. 2, 
the landlord who distrained was made the person selling, and upon prin- 
ciple he could not sell to himself. In his opinion King v. Enyland was right, 
and governed the present case. 

Martnew, L.J., concurred.—Counser, Montague Lush, K.C., Lincoln Reed, 
and Arthur Page; Hugo Young, K.C., and Lawless. Soiscrrons, James 
Morley; G. D. Wansbrough. 

[Reported by W. F. Baruyr, Eay., Barrister-at-Law 


TAYLOR v. HAMSTEAD COLLIERY CO. (LIM.) No. 1. Sth March. 


Masrex axp Svnvant-——Comvensation vou Insvnivs wy Accopent—Scurume 
ov Comrexsation—Actiox ny Wivow uxvex Emvioyens’ Liamurry Act, 
1890—Woxnkaurs’s Comrexsation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), 6. 1 
aUk-sEcTION 2 (B#); &. 3, sUBn-sYCTION 1. 


Appeal from the judgment of the Divisional Court (Wills and Kennedy, 
JJ.), reversing the decision of Judge Whitchorne, K.C., at the Birmingham 
County Court. The action was brought by the widow of a deceased 
workman, who had been in the employment of the defendants, to recover 
damages trom the defendants uoder the Employers’ Liability Act, 1840. At 
the trial the defendlauts took the preliminary objection that the plaintiff, 


having received compensation under a certified scheme, was precluded 
from bringing the action. After taking evidence on this objection, the 
county court judge found (1) that there was a duly certified scheme with. 
in section 3, sub-section 1, of the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1897; 
(2) that the deceased workman had accepted the scheme willingly and 
under no compulsion whatever, and with full knowledge of its terms, in 
substitution for and in place of the benefits which he might claim 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897; (3) that this 
was a legal and effectual contract with the daceased workman 
and the defendants; (4) that the plaintiff had received, was 
receiving, and would in future receive, the full benefits under the 
scheme thus contracted for. The scheme provided, by clause 3, 
that ‘‘ the society is formed under the powers given by section 3 of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, and the contributions made by the 
employers to this society are to be in lieu of and to exempt them from any 
further claims which otherwise the members of this society may be entitled 
to prosecute as the result of accidents occurring during their employment.” 
Upon the above findings the county court judge held that under section 1, 
sub-section 2 (b), and section 3, sub-section 1, of the Act ot 1897 the 
defendants were not liable to proceedings under the Employers’ Liability 
Act, 1880. The Divisional Court held that taking the benefit of a scheme 
was not the same as taking proceedings under the Act of 1897 within 
section 1, sub-section 2 (4), and that therefore the action was not barred, 
though the payments under the scheme would probably go in reduction of 
the damages recoverable. The defendants appealed. 

Tue Court (Cottrxs, M.R., and Romer and Maruew, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal. 

Cours, M.R., said that section 1, sub-section 2 (4), of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897, was an expression by the Legislature that 
the remedies open to the workman—namely, those at common law, under 
the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, and under the Act of 1897—were not 
to be concurrent remedies, but separate remedies as to which the workman 
must exercise his option once and for all. Effect was given to that view of 
the section in Edwards v. Godfrey (47 W. R. 551; 1899, 2 Q. B. 333). Section 
3, sub-section 1, sanctioned a scheme of compensation, if it was duly 
certified by the Registrar of Friendty Societies, and the employer might 
contract with his workmen ‘that the provisions of the scheme shail be 
substituted for the provisions of this Act, and thereupon the employer 
shall be liable only in accordance with the scheme.’’ The provisions of the 
scheme having been substituted for the provisions of the Act, the plaiutiff, 
who had taken the benefits of the scheme, was in the same position as if 
she bad taken compensation under the Act. She was therefore precluded 
from bringing an action under the Employers’ Liability Act, 1580. 

Romek and Marnew, L.JJ., concurred.—Counse., James Wilson; W. 
Shakespeare. Soutcrrors, 4. H. Arnould, for BE. J. Stanbury-Eardiey, 
Birmingham ; Zimbrell § Deighton, for W. Shakespeare § Co., Birmingham, 

| Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
THE KING v. PINCKNEY. No. 1. 12th March. 
Haneas Corrus—Person Ovr or Jurtspicrion —Powenr to Issuer. 


Appeal from an order of the Divisional Court (Lord Alverstone, C..J., 
and Lawrance and Kennedy, JJ.), affirming an order made by Walton, J., 
at chambers. Un the 29th of July, 1903, Walton, J , at chambers, upon 
the application of Mr. Pinckney, ordered a writ of habeas corpus to issue 
directed to Mrs. Pinckney to bring the child of the marriage before the 
judge at chambers. Mrs. Pinckney was at this time, and remained ever 
since, in France, out of the jurisdiction of the court. On the 5th of 
August, 1903, Walton, J., quashed the above order, and ordered a fresh 
writ of habeas corpus to issue directed to Mrs. Pinckney to bring the child 
before the judge at chambers, and he directed the writ to lie in the office 
until Mrs. Pinckney came within the jurisdiction. The Divisional Court 
affiemed this order. Mrs. Pinckney appealed. Lichard Bowrn’s case (Cro. 
Jac. 543), Rex v. Cowle (2 Burr. 834, at p. 856), Wilmot’s Opinions and 
Judgments, p. 83; Ez parte Wyatt (5 Dowl. 389), Barnardo v. Ford (182, 
A. C. 326), and rule 232 of the Crown Office Rules were referred to. 

Tae Cover (Couns, M.R., and Marnew and Cozens-Hanpy, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Cottoss, M.R., said that in his opinion there was no jurisdiction to issue 
a writ of Aabeas corpus directed to a person who was at the time out of the 
jurisdiction. It would be contrary to the whole spirit of the legislation 
on the suoject if any interval were allowed between the issue of the writ 
and its execution. In Ax parte Wyact the writ was somehow or other 
issued to a person abroad, but the poimt was no! taken there, and a fresh 
writ was issued when the person came within tue jurisdiction. That case 
was therefore no authority for the issue of a writ directed to a person who 
was at the time abroad. The order must therefore be set aside. 

Maruew, L.J., concarred, He had never heard of a weit of Aabeas corpus 
being issued and directed to iie in the office. Such a writ when issued 
must be served immediately. P 

Cozens-Hauvy, L.J., agreed.—Counse,, Muntague Lush, K.C., and A. 8. 
Poyser ; Colefaz, Sotscrrous, Futwoye §¢ Baker ; Harries, Welkimson, § 
Raikes. 

Reported by W. F. Bauny, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


HARMAN »v. AINSLIE. No. 1. 11th March. 

LANvLou“y AND Tenant—LvaAse—Paroviso vor Re-unruy—Derautr 
** Pexvonmance ’’—Nyecatives Covenant —Nor vo Usv Premises roe 
Pawricutan Business Wrrnour Licusce—Lacence vo Prepucusson IN 
Tivte—Buvacn. 

Appeal by the, plaintiff from a judgment given by Wright, J., in favour 

of the defendant at the trial of the action sitting without a jury. By 4 
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lease dated the 8th of July, 1885, Mrs. 8. Popplesdorf, a house No. 76, 
High-street, Southend, to one Alderman for a term of twenty-one years 
at a rental of £60. ‘The lease contained a covenant by the lessee not to 
use the premises for any business except that of an outfitter without the 
licence in writing of the lessor. It also contained a proviso for re- 
entry in case the lessee should ‘‘make default in the performance 
of any of the covenants upon his part to be performed.’’ The 
original lessor gave the original lessee licence in writing on the 
ith of February, 1887, to assign the lease to one Comber, and by the same 
document gave her consent ‘‘that hereafter any art, trade, or business 
may be carried on in the said premises except that of a photographer, 
hairdresser, or tobacconist.’’ And by an indenture of even date Alder- 
man, in pursuance of the said licence, assigned the lease to Comber. In 
July, 1897, the plaintiff Harman pure d the reversion from Mrs. 
Popplesdorf. Byanindenture dated the 2nd of October, 1899, Comberassigned 
the lease to the defendant Ainslie, who subsequently permitted a part of 
the premises to be used as a baker and confectioner’s shop. The plaintiff 
claimed that this constituted a breach of thecovenantin the lease of July, 1835, 
and brought this action to recover possession of the premises under the pro- 
viso for re-entry. It was contended for the defendant that the licence 
given by the original lessor in February, 1887, to use the premises for 
trades other than that of an outfitter enured for the benefit of the 
defendant, and that tkere was consequently no breach of the covenant; 
and, further, that if there was a breach, the proviso did not authorize the 

laintiff to re-enter for a breach of a negative covenant. Wright, J., 
held that the proviso for re-entry applied only to breaches of positive, 
and not of negative, covenants, and entered judgment for the 
defendant on that ground, but intimated that in his opinion there had been 
no breach of covenant although it was unnecessary to decide that 
question. The plaintiff appealed. 

Tur Court allowed the appeal on a question of law, but ordered a new 
trial on the question of waiver. 

Couuins, M.R., in giving judgment, said the alleged grounds of 
forfeiture were a breach of a covenant not to carry on certain trades on 
the demised premises, and a breach of a covenant not to assign or underlet 
without the consent of the lessor, The case had been narrowed down to the 
question of what were the rights of the parties on the footing that there 
had been a breach by the defendant of the covenant not to underlet 
without consent. The main point decided by Wright, J., was that the 
proviso for re-entry by its terms was inapplicable to a negative covenant, 
and gave judgment for the defendant Goan he thought that on 
authority, having regard to the words ‘on his part to be performed” 
in the proviso for re-entry, he was bound to hold that it was impossible 
to give effect to the proviso in a case where the alleged breach of 
covenant was an assigning or an underletting without consent. He 
appeared to think that the observance of a covenant not to underlet could 
not properly be described as a performance, or, in other words, that it was 
impossible to perform a negative covenant. The learned judge followed the 
rule given in a passage in Coke upon Littleton, which was to be found in the 
report of Doe v. Marchetti, and was as follows: ‘‘ A man is bound to perform 
all covenants in an indenture ; if all the covenants be in the aftirmative, 
he imay generally plead performance and all; but if any be in the 
negative, to so many he must plead specially, for a negative cannot be per- 
formed ’’ (Co. Litt. 303 4). That rule had never been the subject of a direct 
decision, but only of dicta in various cases. Lord Coke treated perform- 
ance of a covenant as equivalent to giving effect to the obligation imposed 
by the covenant. In his lordship’s opiniona man might, however, per- 
form a covenant by refraining from doing that which he had undertaken 
by the covenant not todo. The difficulty in the case arose from a con- 
fusion between an obligation and the method of giving effect to the 
obligation, between a bargain and the doing the duty imposed by the bar- 
gain. Some of the dicta were in favour of the applicant’s view, some were 
against it. In Croft v. Lumley (6 H. L. C. 672) Martin, B., said: ‘‘ I do not 
myself consider there was any inaccuracy in language in saying that a 
man bas performed his covenant, when he has not done what he covenanted 
not to do, or that he made default in performing his covenant when he has 
not done it. The abiding by a covenant is a performance of it ; 
the non-abiding a non-performance.’’ Bramwell, B., did not dissent 
from this view. On the other hand dicta, in West v. Dobd (L.R. 5 Q. B. 
460), Hyde v. Warden (3 Ex. D. 72), and Evans v_ Davis (10 
Ch. D. 747, at pp. 757, 761) were in favour of the respondent's 
contention. The most important authority on the present case in modern 
times was Barrow v. Isaacs (1891, 1Q. B. 417) ; Lord Esher there said: ‘* It 
was argued by the defendant’s counsel that the covenant not to underiet 
without the landlord’s consent was a negative, not an affirmative, covenant, 
and that therefore the stipulation for re-entry for breach of covenant did 
not apply. But I think that that proposition is disposed of, because the 
word ‘observe’ as well as ‘perform’ has been put in the stipulation, 
though I doubt whether it was necessary to putthe word in.” Kay, L.J., 
expressed a similar opinion, For himself the Master of the Rolls was of 
opinion that the word ‘‘ performance ’’ was apt to describe the keeping of 
& promise or the observing of an obligation, and he saw no reason why the 
proviso for re-entry should not apply in thiscase. That decided this appeal, 
but as there still remained open a question whether the plaintiff had not 
waived the breach of covenant by subsequently accepting rent, the court 
would send the case back in order that that question might be tried. The 
“appeal, on the important point of law which had been argued, would be 
allowed with costs. 


, Romer and Marurw, L.JJ., gave judgnrent to the same effect, — 
Counsen, Younger, K.C., and J. Samuel Green; Hume Williams, K.C., and 
Rh. J. W. Neville, Sorscrrons, Leslie, Antill § arnold; C. EB. Soames. 


[Reported by Erskine Rev, Esq., Barrister-ut-Law,. 





SOCIETE GENERALE, &c., DU COMMERCE ET DE L'INDUSTRIE EN 
FRANCE v. JOHANN MARIA FARINA & CO. No.1. 14th March. 


Practice — Execution — Examination —JupoMent Acarnst Company — 
Direcror—Pexson wao Has Ckasep to ne Drmecror—R.8.C. XLII, 32. 


Appeal from an order of Phillimore, J.,at chambers. In October, 
1902, an action was brought by the plaintiffs, who were a French societe 
anonyme, against the defendants, who were also a société anonyme, as 
acceptors of a bill of exchange, and on the 24th of April, 1903, judgment 
was signed against defendants for the amount claimed. The judgment 
remaining unsatisfied, the plaintiffs,on the 5th of November, 1903, 
obtained an order from the massee under ord. 42, r. 32, for the examina- 
tion of one Staenglen as a director of the defendant company as 
to what debts were owing to the company and as to their property. 
Staenglen attended before the examiner, when he admitted that he 
was a director of the company at the time when the judgment was signed, 
but refused to answer any further questions on the ground that he had 
ceased to be a director of the company on the 30th of June, 1903. An 
application was thereupon made to the judge at chambers, who directed 
Staenglen to attend at his own expense before the examiner to be 
examined. Staenglen appealed and contended that under ord. 42, r. 32, 
a person who had‘ceased to be a director of a company at the time when 
the order for examination was made could not be examined, the words 
‘‘any other person’”’ having been construed to mean any other 
who was an officer of the company: Jrwell v. Eden (35 W. R. 511; 18 
Q. B. 588). 

Tur Covrr (Cottixs, M.R., and Maruew, L.J.) dismissed the appeal. 

Coturys, M.R., said that it was too narrow a construction of ord. 42, 
r. 32, to limit it to a person who was at the time of the order for examina- 
tion a director of the company. There was nothing in the rule which said 
that the person must be a present director of the company. If a past 
officer could not be examined, all that an officer would have to do upon 
hearing that an order for his examination was going to be applied for 
would be to resign his position as officer. There was, therefore, jurisdic- 
tion to examine the witness. 

Marnew, L.J., concurred.—CounseL, (. F. Hohler; F. M. Abrahama, 
Soxicrrors, John Carnegie ; Michael Abrahams, Sons, § Co. 

| Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. a 


KEITH ». GANCIA & CU. (LIM.). No. 2. 7th March. 


Estorvre. ux Pars—Lease—Morrcace sy Sup-pewise Berore Conxvey- 
ancinc Acr, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c, 41)—Sun-Lease ny Mortcacor— 
ForecLosurnE—ReEpPRESENTATION BY Mortcacrr Tuat He Was THE 
ReEvERSIONER ExrecTaNT ON THE DETERMINATION OF THE SUB-LEASE. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J. By a lease dated the 
1lth of December, 1880, vaults and offices under the Princess Theatre 
were (with other hereditaments) demised to Walter Gooch, as to part 
thereof for a term of 60} years from the 6th of April, 1880; as to another 
part thereof for the term of 60 years from the 9th of July, 1880; and as to 
the residue thereof for the term of 59} years from the 6th of April, 1881, 
at the rent therein mentioned. By a deed dated the 9th of March, 1881, 
Walter Gooch demised the premises comprised in the lease of the 11th of 
December, 1880, to W. T. Neve for the residue of the several terms of 
years granted thereby (except the last three days of each term) by way 
of mortgage for securing payment of £20,000, with interest thereon. The 
deed gave the mortgagee a power of sale, and it was provided that m the 
event of a sale the mortgagor would stand possessed of the last 
three days of the terms respectively in trust for the le 
The premises comprised in the lease became (before the 24th of 
March, 1892) vested in Harriet Gooch for the residue of the several 
terms of years, but subject to the mortgage to Neve. Bya lease dated the 
24th of March, 1892, Harriet Gooch purported to demise the vaults and 
offices (part of the premises comprised in the lease of December, 1880) to 
the defendants, R. Gancia & Co, (Limited), trom the 25th of March, 1892, 
for twenty-one years at the yearly rent of £140. This deed provided that 
if the defendant company should be wound up under the provisions of the 
Companies Act the lessor might re-enter upon the demised premises, and 
thereupon the term thereby granted should absolutely determine. Gancia 
& Co. entered into possession of the premises thus demised to them. On 
the 21st of March, 1895, in an action by Neve against Harriet Gooch in 
the Chancery Division an order was made that she should henceforth 
stand absolutely foreclosed from all right and equity of redemption of and 
in the premises comprised in the mortgage of the Yth of March, 1881. From 
the date of that order until the death of Neve, Gancia & Co. paid to him the 
rent of £140 reserved by the lease of the 24th of March, 1892. Neve died on 
the 8th of March, 1899. On the 9th of August, 1900, Neve’s executors 
assigned to the plaintiff, B. F. Keith, the premises comprised in the lease of 
December, 1880, for the residue then unexpired of the several terms of years 
thereby granted (except the last three days of each of the terms), ed for 
all such estates and interests in the nominal reversions expectant on the 
dstermination of the same terms respectively as the executors had power 
to assign, and the assignment was expressed to be made subject (as to 
such parts of the premises as were subject thereto) to, but with the benefit 
of, the deed of the 24th of March, 1892. Subsequently to the 9th of 
August, 1900, Gancia & Co, paid the rent of £140 to the plaintiff. (mn the 
8th of October, 1902, an order was made by the High Court for the 
winding-up of Gancia & Co. under the Companies Acts, On the 27th of 
| November, 1899, Gancia & Co, had executed an underlease of part of the 

premises comprised in the lease of the 24th of March, 1892, to the defendant 
| Sinclair from the 25th of December, 1899, for a term of thirteen years and 
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hree months less ten days then next ensuing at the rent of £240. This 
underlease was made in pursuance of a licence dated the 13th of October, 
1899, by which the executors of Neve, describing themselves as ‘‘the persons 
in whom the reversion expectant on the determination of the term granted 
by the lease of the 24th of March, 1892, is now vested,’’ granted a licence 
to Gancia & Co. to demise to Sinclair the vaults, &c., for the residue of the 
term of twenty-one years thereby granted, less the last ten 
days thereof. Sinclair was in possession under this underlease. 
The London and Westminster Bank were, as equitable mort- 
gagees of Gancia & Co., in possession of the remainder of the premises 
comprised in the lease of the 24th of March 1892. By this action 
the plaintiffs claimed possession of the vaults and premises comprised in 
the lease of the 24th of March, 1892, on the ground that, by reason of the 
winding-up order, a right had accrued to him to re-enter on the vaults 
and premises and to determine the tenancy of Gancia & Co., and that he 
had served a notice upon them demanding possession accordingly. The 
defendant Sinclair counterclaimed under the provisions of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, relief from the forfeiture, and asked for an order that the vaults, 
&c., comprised in the deed of the 27th of November, 1899, should vest in 
him for the residue of the term thereby granted and upon the conditions 
thereof. The other defendants also took out a summons asking for relief 
against the forfeiture, and this summons came on for hearing with the trial 
of the action and counterclaim. Joyce, J., held that the action failed. 
The order as drawn up declared that the underlease of the 24th of March, 
1892, was binding on the plaintiff, and ordered that the defendants be 
relieved against the forfeiture of that underlease occasioned by the winding 
up of Gancia & Co. The plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Court (VaveHan Wiiuiams, Romer, and Sriaiinc, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 

Vavuouan Wiis, L.J.—That there is an estoppel preventing Neve’s 
executors, Keith’s predecessors in title, from averring as against Gancia & 
Co. or Sinclair that he really was not such reversioner I do not doubt, for 
the executors by their words or conduct wilfully caused both Gancia and 
Sinclair to believe in the existence of a state of things, and induced them 
to act on that belief, so as to alter their own previous position; and Keith, 
who claims through the executors, is concluded from averring as against 
either Gancia or Sinclair a different state of things as existing at the same 
time. Now, where one has an estoppel in pais of this sort, the estoppel 
cannot go further than to prevent the party estopped from putting the 

who has acted on his representation in a worse position than he 
would have been if that representation had been true. Then what would 
have been the position of Sinclair if Neve’s executors had really had 
vested in them the reversion expectant upon the determination of Mrs. 
Gooch’s lease to Gancia? I take it that Neve’s executors as assignees of 
Mrs. Gooch would no more have been entitled as between Gancia (Limited) 
and themselves to deny Mrs. Gooch’s title than Mrs. Gooch herself would 
have been. The result is that the plaintiff’s action fails. He is not 
entitled to recover possession of the premises, because he is estopped 
from denying that he is reversioner in respect of the lease granted 
by Mrs. Gooch to Gancia, and not the less so because at the time 
he represented himself as such he was as mortgagee entitled to 
say that the lease by Mrs. Gooch to Gancia did not bind him. I think 
that this estoppel against the plaintiff arises equally as between themselves 
and Sinclair, and as between himself and Gancia. Both Sinclair and 
Gancia altered their position by reason of the assertion of Neve’s executors 
that the reversion attendant upon the determination of Gancia’s lease 
was vested in them. By reason of this assertion Gancia granted and 
Sinclair accepted the sub-lease. This did not make either Gancia or 
Sinclair the tenant of Neve’s executors. The estoppel simply prevents 
Neve’s executors or the plaintiff from denying that Mrs. Gooch’s 
reversion was vested in them as alleged by them, or from setting up an 
overriding title inconsistent with the licence by them as reversioners 
authorizing the sub-lease to Sinclair. I do not think it makes the 
slightest difference that, on the admitted facts, and in particular the pay- 
ment of the rent reserved under the underlease of 1892, to Neve’s executors 
and to Keith, a tenancy from year to year under Neve’s executors or Keith 
would ordinarily be inferred. This would only be part of the truth which 
the plaintiff is estopped from denying. There is no evidence that Gancia 
was aware of the real state of affairs. For the reasons I have given I 
think that the judgment of Joyce, J., ought to be supported, and this appeal 
dismissed. I also agree with the judgment so far as relates to the relief 
against forfeiture. 

Srraurna, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Romer, L.J., concurred in the judgment delivered by Stirling, L.J.— 
Counsen, Levett, K.C., and Simpson; Hughes, K.C., and F. L. Wright ; 
Younger, K.C., and HF. Ford. Sotscrrors, Batten, Proffitt, & Scott; C. M. 
Barker ; Routh, Stacey, & Castle. 


[Reported by J. I. Srietixe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY CO. ». MAYOR, &c., OF 
WESTMINSTER. No. 2. 12th March. 


Mernorotis—Pusitic Hearra—Pvsuic Convenrence—Arrroacnes—Sun- 
way—Tresrass—Svunsor. or Roapway anp Foorway—Insunction— 
Pusiic Heattu (Lonpox) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 76), s. 44, 


This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J. (reported 50 W. R. 268: 
1902, 1 Ch. 269). The facts were shortly as follows : In 1886, the plaintiffs 
a small portion of land and some premises near Parliament- 

street and Bridge-street, Westminster, the premises, which they rebuilt 
being used by them as offices. The defendants, a short time ago, con- 
structed under the middle of Parliament-street certain public conveniences 
which had approaches thereto by means of subways from either side of 
the street, the subways had their entrances by various staircases, which 





themselves were situated close to the pavement, and it was one of these 
entrances which was placed opposite the plaintiffs’ premises that was 
objected to by them. e defendants contended that they were justified 
by section 44 of the Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 
76), which authorizes sanitary authorities to construct public conveniences 
in places where they think it would be convenient to place them, and also 
enacts that for the purpose of such provision the subsoil of the road, 
exclusive of the footway adjoining any building or the curtilage thereof, 
shall vest in the sanitary authority. Part of the entrance and staircase of 
this subway, to the extent of 2ft. 9in., was in the footway, and the 
plaintiffs alleged that this was a trespass on their property, as only the 
soil of the roadway was vested in the defendants by reason of the Act; 
the soil of the footway being in them, as owners of the property adjoining 
the roadway. They also alleged that the act of the defendants was 
ultra vires, as they had no power to make subways under the street, and 
that on the pretence of making a convenience for the use of the public 
they had in reality constructed a subway, which was quite beyond their 
powers as a public authority. The plaintiffs claimed an injunction to 
restrain the defendants from trespassing upon their premises by permitting 
the tunnel, staircase, and railings to remain. Joyce, J., before whom the 
matter came, in delivering judgment on the 19th of November, 1901, 
commented on the want of evidence as to how the site was purchased, or 
the right to use it acquired, by the commissioners of Westminster Bridge, 
to which it formed part of the approach, or as to the ownership of the 
subsoil in Parliament-street. His lordship held that the presumption of 
law, that in the absence of evidence to the contrary the soil of a highway 
to the middle of the road belonged to the owners of the soil adjoining the 
highway—[His lordship referred to Pratt’s Law of Highways (14th ed.), 
p. 39]—and the 2ft. 9in. of the roadway belonged to the plaintiffs, and 
being part of it, was not liable to be taken and used by the plaintiffs under 
the Act of 1891 for the purpose of canstructing a convenience. His lord- 
ship granted the injunction against the defendants for the removal of this 
part of the staircase, but directed it to be stayed for six months with 
liberty to apply in chambers for a further stay in the event of an appeal 
from his decision, and he further stated that in his opinion his order would 
do the plaintiffs no real good, as he did not think the soil in question 
belonged to the plaintiffs, nor could he compel the defendants to restore 
the old line of the kerb. From this the plaintiffs appealed, and after 
considerable delay in useless negotiations the appeal came on for hearing. 


Tue Covrr (VavcHAn Wit1aMs, Srieiine, and Cozrens-Harpy, L.JJ.), 
allowed the appeal. 


VauGcHan Wixuiams, L.J.—So far as the objects of the vestry, the pre- 
decessors of the Corporation of the City of Westminster, and the objects 
of the corporation are concerned, I have a good deal of sympathy. I 
think they acted in good faith and desired to do their best, and that they 
rather drifted into the position they ultimately took up. They thought 
that it would be a good thing to have these conveniences for the public 
and strangers visiting that part of the metropolis close to the Houses of 
Parliament and Westminster Abbey. They first of all thought the north 
end of Parliament-street would be best, but abandoned it on account of 
the traffic. They ultimately came to the conclusion that the southern end 
of the street would be most convenient, if they could place their con- 
venience near a subway, and get some public authority to make it for 
them and construct convenient exits and entrances from this subway. 
This is plain from the letters of the 27th of July, 1898, and the 11th of 
January, 1899. Eventually, however, it seems to me clear that the 
corporation determined to make the subway themselves. [His lordship here 
read section 44 of the Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 
76).] My view of that section is, that it does not intend that there 
should be vested in the sanitary authority immediately so much of 
the subsoil as could be used for the purposes mentioned, but if 
the sanitary authority do use the subsoil for this purpose, then it should 
vest in them. If that is so, it seems to me to negative the view that the 
authority should acquire the land and pay compensation. My view of this 
section, though not essential to this case, might be of some importance it 
the sanitary authority were intended to be the judges of what land should 
be taken, and how much of it. [Hislordship referred to Stockton and 
Darlington Railway Co. v. Brown (9 H. L. Cas, 246).] Ido not think it is 
true to say that the corporation took this land with the object of using it 
for the purposes authorized by the Legislature. Joyce, J., could not find 
on the evidence any mala fides on the part of the defendants. My view, 
however, is, that the defendants and their predecessors did acquire the lands 
for purposes not justified by the Act. ‘hey had no parliamentary authority 
to use this land for the purpose of making this subway, and I think they 
ought to be restrained from so doing. I think that under the circumstances 
this appeal should be allowed, but the injunction ought not to be limited 
to what has been called the excess of four feet. 


Srretinc, L.J.--I am of the same opinion. The defendants are 
purporting to act under statutory powers as the sanitary authority within 
the city of Westminster. Both subway and convenience stand in part on 
subsoil admitted to be vested in the plaintiffs. [His lordship referred to 
Galloway v. Mayor and Commonalty of London (15 W. R. 1032, 1 Eng. & Tr. 
App. Cas. 34).] I think the plaintiffs are entitled to an injunction, but the 
corporation should have the right to alter this approach. 


Cozens-Hanpy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. The 
injunction was suspended for two months for the defendants to decide to 
appeal to the House of Lords, and if they shotld appeal, the injunction 
should be suspended, pending the appeal.—-Counse., Younger, K.C., 
Montague Shearman, K.C., and L. Hills; Hughes, K.C., and Dighton Pollocl:. 
Soxicrrors, C. de J. Andrewes ; Allen & Son. 

| Reported by A. Kt. Tayioun, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
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High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


LIVINGSTONE ». MAYOR, &c., OF WESTMINSTER. Buckley, J. 
4th and 10th March. 


LocaL GoverNMENtT—Metropouitan Borougn—CompeEnsaTIon TO OFFICER 
on ABOLITION or OrricE—AssEssMENT BY CounctIL—ReEsoutTION ALTERING 
Amount or CompEnsation—Vatinity—Locat Government Act, 1888 
(51 & 52 Vier. c. 41), s. 120. 

This was an action to recover arrears of compensation alleged to be due 
to the plaintiff as the former holder of an office which had been abolished 
under section 30 of the London Government Act, 1899. When that Act 
came into operation, in November, 1900, the plaintiff was an ‘‘ existing 
officer ’’ of the vestry of the parish of St. George, Hanover-square, which 
parish formed a constituent part of the City of Westminster. On the 31st 
of January, 1901, the Westminster City Council resolved to temporarily 
employ him without prejudice to the amount of his compensation for 
abolition of office. On the 9th of May, 1901, the council resolved that his 
office be abolished as from the 31st of that month. The precedure to be 
followed in assessing the amount of compensation to be paid by a local 
authority to an officer whose office is abolished is contained in section 120 
of the Local Government Act, 1888, and is applied to London by section 
30 (2) of the London Government Act, 1889, and section 81 (7) of the Local 
Government Act, 1894. In pursuance of this procedure the plaintiff sent 
in his claim, shewing the amount of the salary and emoluments which he 
considered that he had enjoyed in respect of -his office during each of the 
five years which preceded the 31st of May, 1901. Among the other 
“emoluments ’’ in respect of which he claimed compensation were the 
sum of £20 a year and the estimated value of the provision of fodder, 
stable-room, and attendance voted to him by the late vestry in considera- 
tion of his finding a horse and vehicle to assist him in performing 
his duties as surveyor. He claimed that the average annual value 
of his salary and emoluments was £841. Under the Superannuation 
Act, 1859, ss. 2 and 7, having regard to his length of service, he was 
entitled to an allowance of $3 of his salary and emoluments. His claim 
having been considered by the council, it was resolved on the Ist of 
August, 1901, that the plaintiff be granted a sum of £518 12s. 4d. (i.e., 
81 of £841). In November, 1902, the auditor, being of opinion that, in 
assessing the compensation the council had illegally treated as emoluments 
the above-mentioned sum of £20 a year and the estimated value of the 
provision of fodder, stable-room, and attendance, disallowed a certain pro- 
portion of the allowance which had already been paid to him. As a con- 
sequence, at a meeting of the council held on the 20th of November, 1902, 
the resolution of the Ist of August, 1901, was rescinded, and in lieu of the 
allowance thereby granted to the plaintiff, it was resolved that he be 
granted an allowance of £432 7s. 10d. (ie., 33 of £701 12s., the sum 
which the council now regarded as the average salary and other emolu- 
ments of the office). Payments of his allowance having been made to the 
plaintiff on this altered basis, he brought the present action. On his 
behalf it was contended that by the resolution of the 1st of August, 1901, 
the council had assessed the sum payable as compensation, and that, 
there having been no appeal to the Treasury within three months under 
section 120 (4), it became under section 120 (6) .a specialty debt due to him 
from the council and enforceable in like manner as if the council had entered 
into a bond to pay the same. Consequently, it was urged the resolution of 
the 20th of November, 1902, whereby the council purported to rescind their 
previous resolution, had no effect. For the defendants it was contended 
that the resolution of the Ist of August, 1901, was w/tra vires because in 
thereby assessing the compensation the council had illegally included as 
emoluments of the office sums which were not so in fact. It was urged 
that it was competent to the court, in spite of section 120 (4), to hold that 
the council had acted wu/tra vires. In addition to those mentioned below, 
the following authorities were cited: Rex v. Stepney Corporation (1902, 1 
K. B. 317), The Queen v. Postmaster-General (3 Q. B. D. 428), Re Holborn 
Land Tax Assessment (5 Ex. 548), Upperton v. Ridley (1903, A. C. 281), and 
Ashbury Railway Co. v. Riche (7 H. L. 653). 

suckLEy, J., in the course of a considered judgment, said that the 
defendants contended that the question of fact—viz., what was the amount 
of the officer’s salary and emoluments, was not one which was by the 
statute remitted to the council for determination, but that the court 
must in that action examine and determine it, and if it were found that 
£841 was in excess of the salary and emoluments, the resolution of August, 

1901, was void. Therein he thought the defendants tobe wrong. It 

was for the council to determine the question of fact, and if they 

did so, it was not for the court to review their decison; if it had 

been wrong, there was an appeal to the Treasury. If the council had 

plainly proceeded upon a wrong basis, he thought there might have been 
ground of defence to an action for more than the right amount. Or, in 
the like event, or if they had not fairly assessed the compensation in 
exercise of their powers, a mandamus might lie to call upon them to assess 
itanew. But, subject to that, it was for the council, and not for the 
court, to say what was the amount of the salary and emoluments of the 
office abolished. The defendants contended that, having regard to the 
concluding words of section 120 (1), he must examine what was the true 
amount of the salary and emoluments, and if he found it to be less than 
£511, then the resolution of August, 1901, was w/éra vires. That contention 
failed, It was for the council, which had had the jurisdiction if the 
question of fact were rightly determined, to determine the fact upon which 
its jurisdiction arose, 'f the council had jurisdiction within limits, it was 
for the council to determine the question of fact, whose decision 
was necessary to determine the limits. An analogous case 

would be where the jurisdiction of a magistrate arose only if a 

particular fact were found to exist ; it would be for the magistrate, if his 





jurisdiction was invoked, to determine whether the fact existed. The 
principle was illustrated by the cases of Cave v. Mountain (1 Man. & 
Gr. 257, 261), Brittain v. Kinnaird (1 B. & B. 432), and Reg. v. Bolton (1 


Q. B. 66). In the present case the amount of the salary and emoluments 
was a fact, lying at the root of the decision, which was by the Act remitted 
to the council with a right of appeal to the Treasury. Further, the con- 
cluding words of section 120 (1) were not words whose effect was to render 
the action of the council ultra vires, if they by their vote exceeded the 
amount. They would at most afford a ground of defence to an action for 
an amount exceeding that which could be given under the Act of 1859, 
He thought, therefore, that the question of ultra vires did not arise, and 
that the resolution of August, 1901, was valid. Asa pans > ap there 
arose an obligation which, under section 120 (6), was a specialty debt en- 
forceable as if the council had entered into a bond to pay the 
£518 12s. 4d. There was no power in the council to relieve themselves of 
this obligation, and the resolution of November, 1902, purporting to do 
so, was invalid. It resulted that the plaintiff was entitled to recover the 
sums which he claimed.—Covnse., Danckwerts, K.C., and W. F. Craies ; 
Manisty, K.C., and R. C. Glen. Soxsorrors, Fowler § Co. ; Allen & Son, 
[Reported by H L. Ormistox, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


MOUNT LYELL MINING CO, (Appellants) v. THE COMMISSIONERS OF 
INLAND REVENUE (Respondents). Channell, J. 11th March. 


Revenvue—Stamp—Desentures—*‘ Marketas_e Security . Trans- 
FERABLE BY De tivery’’—‘‘ MarkeTasLe Security . . . GIVEN IN 
Susstirution ror a Like Securrry’’—Sramp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict, 
c. 39), Scnepvte I. 

Appeal by case stated from the decision of the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue. ‘The question raised was as to the meaning of the words “ sub- 
stituted security’’ in the schedule to the Stamp Act, 1891. The case 
stated as follows: On the 12th of October, 1903, an instrument was pre- 
sented on behalf of the appellants by their solicitors to the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue under the provisions of section 12 of the Stamp Act, 
1891, for the opinion of the commissioners as to the stamp duty with which 
the instrument was chargeable. In 1899 the North Mount Lyell Copper Co, 
(Limited) (hereinafter called the North Co.), being a company registered 
under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1893, issued under the seal of the com- 
pany a series of debentures of varying amounts, whereby they promised to 
pay to bearer, or, when registered, to the registered holder, the respective 
amounts thereof. In order to secure such debentures a trust deed was on 
the 7th of December, 1898, executed between the North Co. of the 
one part, and General Sir Hugh Gough and William Jacks (as trustees Yor 
the debenture-holders) of the other part, containing the conditions usual 
in such trust deeds. By an agreement dated the 22nd of May, 1903, made 
between a company called the Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Oc, 
(Limited) (being a company registered under the laws of the State of 
Victoria) of the one part, and the North Co. of the other part, it was 
provided that a new company should be incorporated to take over 
the assets and liabilities of the companies parties thereto, including 
the liability of the North Co. to the debenture-holders, to whom 
debentures in the new company were to be given as therein provided. By 
a subsidiary agreement dated the 18th of June, 1903, made between Daniel 
James Mackay (on behalf of all the holders of the outstanding debentures 
of the North Co.) of the one part, and the North Co. of the other part, it 
was (amongst other things) provided that every holder of debentures of 
the North Co. should deliver up the debentures held by him and accept: in 
lieu thereof debentures of an equivalent amount in the new company to be 
formed as aforesaid ; such debentures were to be framed and secured as 
therein mentioned, and by clause 5 the delivery of such substituted 
debentures was to be accepted in satisfaction of the par ye Be: the 
North Co, to him under the said debenture trust deed and debentures. 
By an agreement dated the 6th of August, 1903, and made between the 
aforesaid Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Co. (Limited), of the State of 
Victoria, of the first part, the North Co. of the second part, and Alfred 
Mellor, on behalf of a company which it was contemplated should be 
formed under the laws of the State of Victoria, under the style of the 
Mount Lyell Mining and Railway Oo. (Limited) (the appellant company), 
of the third part, it was to sell the respective undertaki of the 
old companies to the appellant company when incorporated, and as to the 
assets of the said North Co. subject to the existing mortgage debentures 
to be satisfied by the issue of debentures of the appellant company as 
therein provided. On the 11th of August, 1903, the appellant company 
was duly incorporated under the laws of the State of Victoria, in the 
Commonwealth of Australia, and by deed of that date it duly adopted 
under seal the last-mentioned agreement. A holder of one of the above- 
mentioned debentures issued by the North Co. surrendered such deben- 
ture at the office of the appellant company in London, and in lieu thereof 
received the debenture under the seal of the gy company which is 
the subject of adjudication. In accepting such new debenture he acted 
under the agreement of the 18th of June, 1904, and he thereby 
released and gave up all right against the North Co. and all rights in 
respect of the first-mentioned debenture. The appellant company contends 
that the instrument in question falls to be charged only with substituted 
security duty at the rate of 6d. for every £20 thereof. The commissioners, 
being of opinion that the instrument in question was a marketable security, 
being a security transferable by delivery, and bearing date after the 6th of 
August, 1885, by reference to the heading ‘‘ Marketable Security,’’ sub- 
bead 3, in the first schedule to the Stamp Act, 1891, and that it was not 
within the fourth sub-head of that heading, assessed the duty at 1s. for 
every £10 and for every fractional part of £10 of the money thereby 
secured. The appellants being aggrieved at the decision, the commis- 
sioners, at the request of the appellants, stated this case for the opinion of 
the court. In the schedule to the Stamp Act, 1891, under the heading 
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“¢ Marketable Security,’’ sub-head 3 is “as follows: ‘‘ Marketable security 
(except a Colonial Government security), being a security transferable by 
delivery and bearing date or signed or offered for subscription after the 6th 
of August, 1885.—For every £10 and also for any fractional part of £10 of 
the money thereby secured—1s.’’ Sub-head 4 is as follows: ‘‘ Marketable 
security (except a Colonial Government security), being such security as 
last aforesaid given in substitution for a like security duly stamped in 
conformity with the law in force at the time when it became subject to 
duty.—For every £20 and also for any fractional part of £20 of the money 
thereby secured— 6d.”’ 

Cuannewt, J., in giving judgment for the Crown, said that he thought 
that what was required in order to bring a security under sub-head 4 of 
the above enactment was that the security substituted should be like the 
one for which it was substituted for and with regard to stamping purposes. 
In the present case a debenture of a colonial company was substituted for 
a debenture of an English company. Reference to the Stamp Act shewed 
that the provisions relating to the stamping of colonial debentures were 
different to those relating to the debentures cf English companies, and he 
therefore was of opinion that he could not decide that there had been a 
substitution of a security for a like security. The decision of the com- 
missioners was therefore right. Appeal dismissed with costs.—Covunset, 
W. F. Hamilton, K.C., and £. Elgood; Sir Rk. B. Finlay, A.G., and 
8. A. T. Rowlatt. Soutcrrons, James White & Leonard; Solicitor of Inland 
Revenue. 

Reported by E. G, StituweE i, Exq., Barrister-at-Law. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL ~. CHAMBERLAIN AND OTHERS. Channell, J. 

10th and 11th March. 

Revesve— Estate Deury—Serriuruent Estate Dery — Witt— Lerrer 
Contarstnc Instrvectioss 1o Exrcvrors—Satrriement—Finance Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 30), ss. 1, 2 (1) (c), 5 (1). 

Information by the Attorney-General claiming from the defendants 
certain estate and settlement estate duties. The information stated that 
Sir Neville Chamberlain, by his will dated the 13th of December, 1901, 
devised and bequeathed all his estate to his brother, Sir Crawford Chamber- 
lain, his heirs, executors, and administrators, absolutely, but if he should 
die in the lifetime of the testator, or become from any reason incapable of 
managing his affairs ‘the decision of the testator’s executors thereon, or 
that of a majority, to be final), the testator directed his executors to hold 
his estate and effects upon such trusts as he should at any time make known 
to them, and the testator appointed his said brother, Sir Crawford, H. J. 
Morgan, and Charles (;asquet executors and trustees of his will. On the 
11th of January, 1/02, the testator, being then in a very feeblestate of health, 
bigned the following letter: ‘‘ Instructions to my executors, Crawford, 
Morgan, and Gasquet.— Dear Brother Crawford (I dictated thisto Gasquet), 
(1) Like many others who have cone before me, I have failed tomake provision 
for the distribution of my property amongst my relatives and friends before it 
became too late to doit with care. For this reason I have leftall my estate 
to youin thefullest reliance that you will as far as possible and to the 
uttermost carry out any wish that I may express in writing now or later, 
or which may be conveyed to you verbally by Gasquet or my good-hearted 
cousin Henry. [I have made a settlement on P. D. which should suffice 
for him in the struggle of life which we all liave to face. As regards our 
family you will be the best judge how and when a suitable distribution 
should be made, | do not fetter your discretion in any way. You are 
an old man, and therefore do not delay the distribution. | should like 
you to prefer those who are least likely to be well off. Keep, of course, 
anything for yourself. As Sir Henry Chamberlaiu is what is usually called 
the head of the family and is not well off, I should like him to have £2,000 
rae (3) I wish the following amounts to be paid to my servants.’’ 
(Here followed the names of various persons and the amount each 
person was to receive, and directions as to the disposal of several specific 
chattels, five charitable legacies of £1,000 each, and legacies varying 
from £0) to £300 to various persons. The letter then continued as follows : 
“ Finally these are the instructions referred to in my will. They are not 
in any way to fetter Crawford, and may probably be added to if I am spared, 
or I may carry some out in my own lifetime. (Signed) Neville Chamber- 
lain.” A copy of this document was sent to Sir Crawford, who on the 14th 
of January, 1902, wrote to Gasquet a letter in which he said: ‘‘ All I wish 
to say now is that every wish expressed by my brother shall be carried out 
to the very fullest extent so far as I am concerned, and as far as all we 
three executors are concerned, for his wishes are sacred, every word.’’ 
Phis letter was shown to Sir Neville After the letter of the 11th of 
January, 1902, Sir Neville verbally expressed further wishes or instructions 
to the said Charles Gasquet. He also made the aforesaid gifts for charitable 

mentioned in the letter of the 11th of January, 1902. Sir Neville 

di om the 14th of February, 1902, and his aforesaid will was 

proved, and estate duty was paid on an amount exceeding £100,000, 

including sums given or s«ttled by the testator within twelve 
months of lis death, and legacy duty was paid on the value of his 
residuary personal estate. Sir Crawford took possession as beneficial 
owner of the testator’s residuary personal and frechold and leasehold estate, 
and he made within twelve months next before his death a settlement of 
£5,000 on each of his four nephews and niece. The settlement on his 
nephew, the defendant, Henry Chamberlain, was made by an indenture, 
dated the 13th of May, 1:2, and between Sir Crawford Chamberlain of 
the first part, the defendant, Henry Chamberlain, of the second part, and 
the defendants J. H. Noble, H.S. Chamberlain, and Charles Gasqnet 

(the trustees) of the third part. Sir Crawford by his will devised and 

bequeathed all hie real and personal estate to his wife upon cer- 

tain trusts in favour of herself and relatives of hia and Sir Neville’s. 








his estate, the greater part of which consisted of property derived 
by him under the will of Sir Neville. The information alleged that under 
these circumstances estate duty and settlement estate duty under the 
Finance Act, 1894, ss. 1, 2 (1) (c) and 5 (1) had become payable by the 
defendants in respect of the principal value of the property—namely, the 
sum of £5,000, comprised in the settlement of the 13th of May, 1902, as 
property passing on the death of Sir Crawford within the meaning of the 
Act. The defendants refused to pay the duties and contended that the 
letter of the 11th of January, 1902, constituted a precatory trust ; that Sir 
Crawford, in making the settlement of £5,000 on the defendant Henry 
Chamberlain had acted as trustee in carrying out the intentions of the 
trust, and that, therefore, the £5,000 was not property which passed on 
his death. On behalf of the Crown it was now contended that the 
letter of the 11th of January did not constitute a trust; that unde: 
the terms of the will of Sir Neville, Sir Crawford had become beneficial 
owner of the estate of Sir Neville ; that the settlement by Sir Crawford on 
Henry Chamberlain was a gift made within twelve months of his death, 
and the defendants were therefore liable in respect of the duties claimed, 

Cnannv11, J., in delivering judgment for the Crown, said that the duty 
was claimed by the Crown on the ground that the settlement by Sir 
Crawford was a gift. The question was whether the settlement was made 
at a time when the settlor was under an enforceable obligation to make 
the settlement in execution of a trust. The documents which had to be 
considered were the letters of the 11th and 14th of January and the will of 
Sir Neville. The obligation, if any, on Sir Crawford arose from the assent 
in the letter of the 14th of January ; but if there was in any of the other 
documents an expressed reservation of a discretion to Sir Crawford in 
dealing with his brother's estate, the assent must be interpreted with 
reference to that reservation. The question really depended on what was 
the true interpretation of the letter of the 11th of January, and that had 
to be interpreted with reference to the will. He, the learned judge, 
thonght that what had been done by Sir Neville Chamberlain by his letter 
was exactly that which was described in the judgment of Lord Hatherley, 
L.C., in MeCormick v. Grogan (17 W. R. 961, L. R. 4 H.L., at p. 9%. 
He had, in effect, created not a trustee or executor, but a second self, to 
make the proper and best distribution of his property. Sir Neville, feeling 
that he was then unable to distribute his property reasonably and equitably 
himself, left the whole of his property to his brother in order that he 
should distribute the property amongst their relatives in the manner in 
which he, Sir Neville, should wish. That being so, it followed that the 
settlement in question, although made under the moral obligation, was in 
fact a gift; and that, therefore, the duties claimed were payable by the 
defendants. Judgment for the Crown with costs.—CowunseL, Sir R. B, 
Finlay, A.G., and Vaughan Hawkins; Haldane, K.C., C. BE. E. Jenkins, 
K.C., and K, G. Metcalfe. Sotrcrrons, Solicitor to Inland Revenue ; Gasquet 
& Metcalfe. 


Reported by E. G. Stiniwewr, Esq., Barrister-a-tLaw. |} 


ELLINGER & CO. AND SCHLESINGER v. THE MUTUAL LIFE 
INSURANCE CO. OF NEW YORK. Bigham, J. 14th March. 


Ixsurance (Lire)—Breacn or Conprrion Nor to Commit Svicrpe—INsuranci 
rok THE Benerir or Crrprror—Exrcutor Surnc as Trustee ror Creprror 
-Lianiuity or [Nsunance Company. 

Action tried in Commercial Court. This was an action to recover 
£4,000 on a policy of life insurance. The plaintiffs Ellinger & Co. were 
creditors of, and the plaintiff Schlesinger was the executor of, one Max 
Firnberg, deceased. Schlesinger sued as trustee for Ellinger & Co., who, 
it was alleged, were entitled to the insurance. Max Firnberg, being 
indebted to Ellinger & Co, determined to insure his life for their benefit, 
and he took out a policy with the defendant company, but without Ellinger 
& Co.'s knowledge. The application was stated to be ‘ the basis and a part 
of a proposed contract of insurance,” and Firnberg therein stated that the 
‘following statements and answers . . . in continuation of this applica- 
tion are by me warranted to be true and are offered to the company as a 
consideration of the contract’’ which he agreed to accept. The application 
contained twenty statements, of which No. 9 was as follows: ‘‘The 
full name of the person to whom the insurance is payable is 
Ellinger & Co., Manchester,” and No. 12 was as follows: ‘‘ The 
insurable interest of the gaid beneficiary in the life proposed 
for insurance other than that of family relationship is to cover debt.”’ 
Then followed three clauses whereby Max Firnberg warranted and 
agreed that (1) he would not travel or reside in the Torrid Zone, &c., nor 
carry on certain specified extra-hazardous employments without the per- 
mission of the defendant company; (2) nor engage in any military or 
naval service in time of war, during the continuance of the said contract, 
without first obtaining permission from the defendants; the third clause 
was as follows: ‘I also warrant and agree that I will not commit suicide, 
whether sane or insane, during the period of one year from the date of the 
said contract.’”’ This application form was dated and signed by Max 
Firnberg on the 23rd of May, 1902. The policy, which was dated the 21th 
of May, 1902, commenced by stating that ‘“‘in consideration of the appli- 
cation for this policy which is hereby made a part of this contract’’ the 
defendants promised to pay unto Ellinger & Co., creditors of Firnberg, 
£4,000 upon acceptance of satisfactory proofs of the death of Firnberg, 
provided such death took place within five years from the date of the 
policy and during its continuance, On the back of the policy were certain 
provisions, requirements, and benefits. One of these stated that ‘‘ military 
aud naval service of any kind, the volunteer service of (reat Britain 
and Ireland, in time of peace excepted, whether combatant or non- 
combatant, without permission - is prohibited under this contract.”’ 
Ellinger & Co. were not informed of the existence of this policy until 


He died om the 1%th cf December, 1902, and his will wae proved | November. 1002, at which time they were pressing Max Firnberg for 
ym the Wh of January, 100;, Vetate duty was paid in respect of ' payment of his debt. On the 19th of February, 1903, Max Firnberg com- 
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mitted suicide during a fit of temporary insanity. The plaintiffs 
contended that suicide under those circumstances was only a misfortune 
—an accident, and that the act of committing suicide did not invalidate 
the policy, but that the promise not to commit suicide was merely an 
indep+tndent promise by Max Firnberg, the breach of which, at the most, 
would only give the defendants a right to claim against hisestate. The 
defendants, therefore, were liable on the policy. The defendants con- 
tended that by committing suicide Max Firnberg had committed an act 
which rendered the policy void. 

Bicuam, J., in giving judgment, said that he was of opinion 
that the defendants’ contention was the right one—viz., that the 
breach of the undertaking not to commit suicide was such as to 


- yender the policy void. It did not matter, he thought, whether that 


undertaking was called a warranty or not. It was a limitation of the 
defendants’ liability and that had been expressed in apt words. He held 
that the defendants were not liable on the policy, and accordingly gave 
judgment for the defendants.—Covnset, C. A. Russell, K.C., and Cababe ; 
R. B. Haldane, K.C., and Rowlatt. Soutcrrors, G. Trenam, for Addleshaw, Son, 
§ Co., Manchester ; Freshfields. 

{Reported by W. T. Turtox, Exsq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re BURNAND. Fr parte THE TRUSTEE +. BAKER, SUTTON, & CO. 
Buckley, J. 7th and 8th March. 


Banxruptcy—RIcur OF TRUSTEE To Booxs or Banxrvurpt—Books OF 
UNpERWRITER AT Lioyps Actinc as AGENT TO UNDERWRITER IN THE 
Naves or Otner Persons—Banxrvptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 
52), s. 50—Banxervercy Rupes, 1886-1890, r. 349. 


Motion by the trustee in the bankruptcy of P. G. C. Burnand for an 
order that the respondents Messrs. Baker, Sutton, & Co. do deliver up to 
the trustee the books of the bankrupt used in his business as an under- 
writer at Lloyds. The respondents were accountants and the books had 
come into their possession prior to the bankruptcy for the purpose of 
being audited. They did not claim to retain them in their own right, but 
because they had been warned not to part with them by five persons in 
whose names and on whose behalf the bankrupt had carried on the 
ordinary business of an underwriter at Lloyds in accordance with the 
usual custom of Lloyds, upon the terms and conditions of certain written 
agreements. These persons claimed to have a joint property in the books 
with the bankrupt as they contained records of transactions on their 
behalf. The terms of the agreements under which the bankrupt acted as 
agent for these persons for the purpose of underwriting at Lloyds, so far 
as they related to the books, were as follows: Clause 5: ‘‘ Proper under- 
writing and acccount books shall be provided and kept in the usual 
manner, and shall at all times be open to the inspection of the said A. B. 
or his agent thereunder appointed in writing, and the said P. G. C. 
Burnand (the bankrupt) shall at all times give to the said A. B. such 
information or explanations as to the books or the state of the account as 
he may require.’”’ Clause 6: ‘*The said A. B. so long as the under- 
writing is carried on under this agreement shall pay to the said P. G. C. 
Burnand while he shall duly perform the engagements on his part 
hereinafter contained as a remuneration for his services in conducting the 
suid underwriting business, for keeping and providing books and papers, 
and for providing a proper office and clerical assistants and all other 
outgoings and expenses connected with the underwriting business the sum 
of £ per annum.” ; 

Buckury, J., held that under the terms of the agreements the books were 
evidently the exclusive property of the bankrupt, and must be delivered up 
to the trustee. If it had been intended that the five persons for whom 
the bankrupt acted as agent were to have any property in the books, it 
would have been needless for the agreement to stipulate that they should 
have the right to inspect them. They were not the property of any of 
the five persons as against the other four, oras against the bankrupt. He 
was to provide and keep them, and they were his property. Application 
allowed.—Counsrn, 8. J. Lushington ; Muir Mackenzie. Sorrcrrors, Parker, 
Garrett, Holman, §& Howden ; Merriman, Pike, & Merriman, 

| Reported by P. M. Fraxcxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








New Orders, &c. 


The Motor Car Acts, 1896 and 1903. 


ReGvu.ations ror tae Use anp Consrrucrion or Moror Cars, 

To tae Counry Covuncits of . the several Administrative Counties in 
England and Wales ;— 

To the Mayor, Aldermen, and Commons of the City of London in 
Common Council assembled ;— 
wan the Councils in the several County Boroughs in England and 

ales ;— 

To the Councils of the several Metropolitan Boroughs ;— 

To the Urban District Councils of the several Urban Districts in 
England and Wales :-— 

To the Rural District Councils acting as the Highway Authorities in 
Rural Districts in England and Wales;— 

And to all others whom it may concern, 

Wurrras by Section 6 of the Locomotives on Highways Act, 1806 
(hereinafter referred to as “the Act of 1896"), it is enacted that— 








‘*(1.) The Local Government Board may make regulations with 
respect to the use of light locomotives on highways, and their con- 
struction, and the conditions under which they may be used. 

“(2.) * * * All regulations under this section shall have full 
effect notwithstanding anything in any other Act, whether general or 
local, or any bye-laws or regulations made thereunder.” 

And whereas by Section 2 of the Act of 1896 it is enacted that— 

‘‘ During the period between one hour after sunset and one hour 
before sunrise, the person in charge of a light locomotive shall carry 
attached thereto a lamp so constructed and placed as to exhibit a hght 
in — with the regulations to be made by the Local Government 
Board.’’ 

And whereas by Section 7 of the Act of 1896 it is enacted that— 

““A breach of any * regulation made under this Act * * * 
may, on summary conviction, be punished by a fine not exceeding 
ten pounds.”’ 

And whereas by an Order dated the 9th day of November, 1896, made 
in pursuance of the Act of 1896, We, the Local Government Board, made 
ulations with respect to the use of Light Locomotives on Highways 

and their construction, and the conditions under which they might be 


use ’ 

And whereas, in consequence of the passing of the Motor Car Act, 1903 
(hereinafter referred to as ‘‘ the Act of 1903”), it is expedient that the said 
Regulations should be rescinded and that other provision should be made 
with respect to the use of motor cars on highways, their construction, and 
the conditions under which they may be used ; 

And whereas in pursuance of Section 7 of the Act of 1903 the Act of 
1896 is referred to as ‘‘the principal Act,” and by sub-section (1) of 
Section 20 of the Act of 1903, it is enacted as follows :— 

‘*(1.) In this Act the expression ‘ Motor Car’ has the same mean- 
ing as the expression ‘light locomotive’ has in the principal Act, as 
amended by this Act, except that for the purpose of the provisions of 
this Act with respect to the Registration of Motor Cars, the expression 
‘ Motor Car’ shall not include a vehicle drawn by a motor car. 

‘* The provisions of this Act and of the principal Act shall apply in 
the case of a roadway to which the public are granted access in the 
same manner as they apply in the case of a public highway.” 

NOW THEREFORE, in pursuance of the powers given to Us by the 
Act of 1896 and the Act of 1903, and by any other Statutes in that behalf, 
We, the Local Government Board, Do hereby rescind the said Regulatigms 
made by Our Order dated the Ninth day of November, One thousand eight 
hundred and ninety-six, and do by this Our Urder make the following 
Regulations with respect to the Use of Motor Cars on Highways, and their 
construction, and the conditions under which they may be used :— 

ArticLe I,—In this Order— 

ian expression ‘‘carriage’’ includes a waggon, cart, or other 
vehicle. 

The expression “ horse ’’ includes a mule or other beast of draught 
or burden, and the expression ‘‘ cattle ” includes sheep. 

The expression ‘‘ Motor Car’? means a vehicle propelled by 
mechanical power which is under three tons in weight unladen, and is 
not used for the purpose of drawing more than one vehicle (such 
vehicle with its locomotive not exceeding in weight unladen four 
tons), and is so constructed that no smoke or visible vapour is emitted 
therefrom except from any temporary or accidental cause. 

Iu calculating for the purposes of this Order the weight of a vehicle 
unladen, the weight of any water, fuel, or accumulators used for the 
pu of propulsion shall not be included. 

e expression “‘highway’’ includes any roadway to which the 
public are ted access. 

Axrticte II.—No person shall cause or permit a Motor Car to be used on 
any highway, or shall drive or have charge of a Motor Car, when so used, 
unless the Conditioas herein-after set forth are satisfied ; namely,— 

(1.) The Motor Car, if it exceeds in weight unladen five hundred- 
weight, shall be capable of being so worked that it may travel either 
forwards or backwards. 

(2.) The Motor Car shall not exceed seven feet two inches in width 
such width to be measured between its extreme projecting points. 

(3.) The tire of each wheel of the Motor Car shall be smooth and 
shall, where the same touches the ground, be flat and of the width 
following, namely,—- 

(a) if the weight of the Motor Car unladen exceeds fifteen 
hundredweight, but does exceed one ton, not less than two and a 
half inches ; 

(8) if such weight exceeds one ton, but does not exceeds two 
tons, not less than three inches ; 

(c) if such weight exceeds two tons, but does not exceed three 
tons, not less than four inches. 

Provided that where a pneumatic tire or other tire of a soft or 
elastic material is used the conditions herein-before set forth with 
respect to tires shall not apply. 

(4.) The Motor Car shall have two independent brakes in good work- 
ing order, and of such efficiency that the application of either to the 
Motor Car shall cause two ot its wheels on the same axle to be so held 
that the wheels shall be effectually prevented from revolving, or shall 
—_ _ sume effect in stopping tue Motor Car as if such wheels were 
so held. 

Provided that in the case of a Motor Car having less than four 
wheels this condition shall apply as if, instead of two waeels on the 
same axle, one wheel was therem referred to, 

(5.) Where the weight of a Motor Car unladen exceeds fifteen 
hundredweight and the Motor Car is fitted with tires other than 
pneumatic or tires of a soft or elastic material, the weight of the 
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Motor Car unladen shall be painted in one or more straight lines 
upon some conspicuous part of the right or off side of the Motor Car 
in large legible letters in white upon black or black upon white, not 
less than one inch in height. 

(6.) The Motor Car and all the fittings thereof shall be in sucha 
condition as not to cause, or to be likely to cause, danger to any 
person on the Motor Car or on any highway. 

(7.)—(i.) The lamp to be carried attached to the Motor Car in pur- 
suance of Section 2 of the Act of 1896 shall be so constructed and 
placed as to exhibit, during the period between one hour after sunset 
and one hour before sunrise, a white light visible within a reasonable 
distance in the direction towards which the Motor Car is proceeding 
or is intended to proceed, and to exhibit a red light so 
visible in the reverse direction. The lamp shall be placed on the 
extreme right or off side of the Motor Car in such a position as to be 
free from all obstruction to the light: 

Provided that where a lamp, which exhibits a red light in the 
direction contrary to that towards which the Motor Car is proceeding, 
is carried attached to the back of the Motor Car, the Condition 
requiring the lamp attached in pursuance of Section 2 of the Act of 
1896 to exhibit a red light shall not apply or have effect with regard 
to the Motor Car. 

Provided also that the first paragraph of this Condition shall not 
extend to any bicycle, tricycle, or other machine to which Section 85 
of the Local Government Act, 1888, applies. 

(ii.) Every lamp carried by a Motor Car when in use on a highway 
at any time during the period mentioned in this Condition shall be so 
constructed, fitted, and attached as to prevent the movement or the 
use as a searchlight of the light exhibited by any such lamp. 


Axticte III.—No person shall cause or permit a Motor Car to be used 
on any highway for the purpose of drawing any vehicle, or shall drive or 
have charge of a Motor Car when used for such purpose unless the 
Conditions hereinafter set forth are satisfitd—namely : 

(1.) Conditions (2), (3), (5), and (6) of Article II. of this Order 
shall apply as if the vehicle drawn by the Motor Car was therein 
referred to instead of the Motor Car itself. 

(2.) Every vehicle exceeding two hundredweight in weight unladen 
drawn by a Motor Car, shall have a brake in good working order of 
such efficiency that its application to the vehicle shall cause two of 





the wheels of the vehicle on the same axle to be so held that the | 
wheels shall be effectually prevented from revolving, or shall have | 
the same effect in stopping the vehicle as if such wheels were so held. 

(3.) The vehicle drawn by a Motor Car shall, when in pursuance 
of the Condition lastly herein-before set forth a brake is required to 
be attached thereto, carry upon the vehicle a person competent to 
apply efficiently the brake: Provided that it shall not be necessary to 
comply with this Condition if the brakes upon the Motor Car by which 
the vehicle is drawn are so constructed and arranged that neither of | 
such brakes can be used without bringing into action simultaneously 
the brake attached to the vehicle drawn, or if the brake of the vehicle 
drawn can be applied from the Motor Car by a person upon the Motor | 
Car independently of the brakes of the latter. 


Azticte IV.—Every person driving or in charge of a Motor Car when 
used on any highway shall comply with the Regulations hereinafter set 
forth—namely : 

1.; He shall not cause the Motor Car to travel backwards for a greater 
distance or time than may be requisite for the safety or convenience 
of the occupants of the Motor Car and of the passenger and other 
traffic on the highway. 

(2.) He shall not, when on the Motor Car, be in such a position that 
he cannot have control over the same, or that he cannot obtain a full 
view of the road and traffic ahead of the Motor Car, or quit the 
Motor Car without having taken due precautions against it being 
started in his absence, or allow the Motor Car or a vehicle drawn 
thereby to stand on such highway so as to cause any unnecessary 
obrtruction thereof. ’ , ; 

(3.) He shall when meeting any carriage, horse, or cattle keep the 

Motor Car on the left or near side of the road, and when passing any 
carriage, horse, or cattle proceeding in the same direction keep the 
Motor Car on the right or off side of the same. 

(4.) He shall not negligently or wilfuily prevent, hinder, or 
interrupt the free passage of any person, carriage, horse, or eattle on 
any highway, and shall keep the Motor Car and any vehicle drawn 





thereby on the left or near side of the road for the purpose of allowing 
such passage. ‘ 
, 6.) He shall, whenever necessary, by sounding the bell or other 
instrument required by Section 3 of the Act of 1896, give audible 
and sufficient warning of the approach or position of the Motor Car. | 
(6.) He shall on the request of any police constable in uniform, or | 
of any person having charge of a horse, or if any such constable or 
person shall put up his haud as a signal for that purpose, canse the 
Motor Car to stop and to remain stationary so long as may be reason- | 
ably necessary. 

Axticity V.—Every Motor Car shall be so constructed as to enable the 
driver, when the Motor Car is stationary otherwise than through an en- 
forced stoppage owing to necessities of traffic, to stop the action of any 
machinery attached to, or forming part of the Motor (ar so far as may be 
necessary for the prevention of noise. The driver shall on every such occasion 
make prompt and effective use of all such means as, in pursuance of this 
Condition, are provided for the prevention of noise as above-mentioned. 

Provided that this regulation shall not apply so as to prevent the exami- 
nation or working of the machinery attached to, or forming part of a 


Motor Car where any such operation is rendered necessary by any failure 
or derangement of the said machinery. 

This Order may be cited as ‘‘ The Motor Cars (Use and Construction) 
Order, 1904.”’ 

Given under the Seal of Office of the Local Government Board, this 
Ninth day of March, in the year One thousand nine hundred and four, 


Wa ter H. Lona, President, 
S. B. Provis, Secretary. 








Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


Notice. 


A special general meeting of the members of the society will be held in 
the Hall of the society on Friday, the 22nd of April next, at 2 p.m. pre 
cisely. Members who wish to move resolutions or to ask questions should 
give notice of them to the secretary on or before the 31st of March, 1904, 

(By order) E. W. Wiitiamson, Secretary, 


SrvpeEnts’ RECEPTION. 

Mr. Epwarp JxEnxKs, the principal, held a reception at the Law 
Society’s Hall, on Thursday, the 9th instant, of students attending the 
classes and lectures in connection with the society’s system of legal 
education. Upwards of 120 of the students were present, and amongst 
the guests were the Attorney-General, Sir John Macdonell, K.C.B., 
Sir Thomas Brooke Hitching, Professor Goudy, Mr. T. R. Hughes, K.C., 
and Mr. Edward Pollock. The president of the society, Mr. J. E. Gray 
Hill (Liverpool), was unfortunately prevented by illness from attending. 
but the vice-president, Mr. Thomas Rawle, with Mr. W. Melmoth 
Walters, Mr. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), and Mr. H. E. Gribble, members 
of the Council, and Mr. E. W. Williamson (secretary) were present. 
[he reception was followed by a concert, which was held in the large 
room forming the attic story in the new wing of the building, which is 
to be used as a lecture room, and, when occasion needs, as an overflow 
exiunination hall. It is a spacious, lofty apartment, brilliantly lighted 
by electricity, the style of architecture of the severest Greek, and depends 
rather on dignity of proportion than on ornament for whatever merits it 
may possess from the esthetic point of view. ‘The concert is the first 
use to which the room has been put since its completion. ‘The programme 
of music was admirably selected and excellently carried out. ‘The artistes 
were Mr. E. K. Hall, who gave several pianoforte solos and also accom- 
panied; Mrs. William Finlay, who played several violin solos, and Miss 
May Coleman gave Irish songs, accompanying herself in some cases with 
the Irish harp. Miss Violet Still also performed pianoforte solos, and 
Miss Edith Ladd accompanied some of the singers. Dr. Edgar Pymar 
and Mr. Churchill Still sang, and Mr. W. D’Arcy gave a couple of Irish 
character sketches. 

At the conclusion of the first part of the concert, the Vick-PREsIDENT 
presented the certificates of distinction which had been gained during the 
last term by the following students: Mr. A. W. Fryzer, Mr. J. B. 
Lander, and Mr. M. R. C. Scott, all in the Law of Torts and Bankruptcy 
and Company Law; Mr. E. Foss and Mr. W. W. Henman, in the Law 
of Torts; Mr. T. E. Carpenter, Mr. W. R. Carter, Mr. N. 8. Done, and 
Mr. G. FE. Root, all in Bankruptcy and Company Law. ‘These certificates 
were obtained by students me for the Final Examination; the follow- 
ing were obtained by those reading for the Intermediate Examination: 
Mr. T. E. Evans, in Things Rea] and Rights in Personal Relations; Mr. 
L.. Ashbridge and Mr. C. L. M. Langham in Rights in Private Relations. 

Dr. Bartow said that unfortunately the voice of Mr. Jenks was not 
in quite as good form as usual, and therefore he had asked him to say a 
word. ‘The work of the teaching system was going ahead steadily 
and most successfully, and one of the most satisfactory features 
of the work was the extremely pleasant relations between the teaching 
staff and the students. It was a real pleasure to teach under such circum- 
stances. He had had a little while ago to look through some papers sent 
by correspondence, in sending which the student had said he hoped 
he would not feel snorty if he suggested that his paper was coming in 4 
little late. He (Dr. Barlow) had endeavoured to assure him that the last 
thing any of the teaching staff would do in such a connection would be 
to feel snorty. The staff were as anxious as could be to be on the most 
friendly terms with the students. 

The Vice-Prestpent said he regretted very much the absence of the 
president, who had fully intended to have had the pleasure of being 


| present. It was a very great pleasure to the Council and to the teaching 
| staff to see the interest that was taken by articlal clerks, the future 
| solicitors, in taking advantage to the full of the new and excellent arrange- 
| ments that had lately been made by the society with regard to their 


instruction in the law. The classes had been numerously attended ; he 
himself had had the honour of being present at at least one of them, when 
he had been very much struck by the close attention which was being 
said by every one of the men present. They had all seemed to be working 
with a will, and to have come there for serious business, and he thought 
the proof of that was to be found in the number of awards which the 
principal had been able to see his way to give the students who had been 
fortunate enough to receive the certificates of merit this evening. Of 
course, these certificates conveyed a great deal. They conveyed the signifr 
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tion that the recipients of the certificates had been regular in their 


attendance and assiduous in their work, and that they had proved them- 
selves to be men of distinction and of some attainments. e could only 
hope that whatever they had received that evening was but the forerunner 
of much more fruitful benefits to be received from the public in the 
future. The law was a most jealous mistress ; she insisted upon having 
every bit of one’s attention, one’s entire devotion; one must think of 
nothing else ; one must sacrifice one’s self wholly to her, that was if one 
wanted to win her favour. And he did say that the important thing 
for young men was this, that they should teach themselves. It was no 
good thinking about the future, and saying this and hoping that, and 
wanting to sit down at one’s ease where one’s father or predecessor had 
left off, after hard and active work for a large number of years. That 
would not bring anything, and it was not fit that it should. The great 
thing was to do the very best one could with one’s whole heart with regard 
to whatever one was about at the moment. Let them think nothing about 
the future, and the future would be sure to take care of itself, without 
any need for bothering a partnership, or whether one would be Govern- 
ment Solicitor of Calcutta, or anything else. Let them attend to the 
business in hand, and do their very best with that, and the rest would 
be sure to follow in proper order. The members of the Council were 
satisfied with the results of their new efforts in the direction of legal 
education. Of course, they were hoping for something further, and prin- 
cipally owing to the exertions of the Attorney-General, he believed they 
were nearer now than ever to reaching that long-talked-of and much-desired 
land of hope, the School of Law. That would mean a great deal for the 
solicitor branch of the profession. When the School of Law had been 
carried out in conjunction with the Bar, he thought it would have a very 
far-reaching effect on a very scientific scale. It would be one of the 
greatest educational systems in the whole world, because it would be 
possible to specialise. He thought there was every hope of seeing that 
an accomplished fact before long. 

Mr. M. Larter, on behalf of the principal and the teaching staff, 
moved a vote of thanks to the vice-president and to the artistes. 

Mr. F. H. Srevens seconded the motion, observing that the solicitor 
branch of the profession were very much indebted to the president of the 
society for the whole-hearted way in which he had thrown himself into 
the movement for the reform of legal education. His absence was greatly 
to be regretted ; perhaps he had been overworking himself, for one could 
not take up a legal paper without seeing that he had been addressing 
some meetings, at-Leeds, of the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies, or 
else he had been dressing down the students in his own City of Liverpool, 
or perhaps enforcing his opinion upon some local law society ; or possibly 
he was to be seen attending one of the lectures in connection with the 
society’s system of education. It was quite certain that anyone who took 
the trouble to make himself acquainted with the society's system of 
education must feel that it was a success, and if the impossible should 
happen, and it should be a failure, no one, however severe a critic he 
= be, could point his finger at the teaching staff and say it was their 
ault. 

The Vice-PREsIDENT, in humorous terms, returned thanks for himself 
and for the artistes. 


The Sheffield District Incorporated Law Society. 


The twenty-ninth annual general meeting of this society was held on 
the 20th ult. ‘There were present Messrs. W. E. Atkinson, H. Auty, 
J.C. Auty, J. Barber, C. Barker, R. Benson, J. Binney, F. Bowman, 
E. Bramley (hon. sec.), H. P. Burdekin, T. H. Davidson, G Denton, 
L. E. Emmet, H. W. D. Fielding, W. H. Foster, A. F. H. Harrop, E. T. 
Harrop, H. Hughes (vice-president), S. J. Newsom, ©. Padley, T. A. Peck, 
D. H. Porrett, H. B. Richardson, F, Parker Rhodes (president), H. E. 
Sandford, G. H. Simpson, A. Slater, W. F. Smith, A. A. Tasker, A. Wight- 
man (treasurer), and R. T. Wilson. 

The notice convening the meeting, and the report, as printed and circu- 
lated, having been taken as read, it was resolved : 

1. That the report presented by the committee be received, confirmed, 
and adopted, 

2. That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. F. Parker 
Rhodes, the president, for the ability with which he has filled the office, 
and the consideration he has given to his duties during the past year. 

3. That the accounts of Mr. Arthur Wightman, the treasurer for the past 
year, be approved and passed, and that the thanks of the society be given 
to him for his services. 

!, That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. Edward Bramley 
for the able manner in which he has discharged the office of honorary 
secretary during the past year. 

5. That Mr. Herbert Hughes be elected the president, Mr. Philip Kenyon 
Wake the vice-president, and Mr. Arthur Wightman be re-elected the 
treasurer, and Mr. Edward Bramley the secretary of the society. 

6. That the following gentlemen be hereby appointed to act with the 
officers mentioned in the last resolution as the committee for the ensuing 
year: Messrs. R, Benson, J. Carrington (Barnsley), W. E. Clegg, L. E. 
Emmet, W. B. Esam, E. T. Harrop (Rotherham , W. Irons, AE. Max- 
field, A. Neal, 8. J. Newsom, J. K. Parker, F. Parker Rhodes, B. A. 
Wightman, R. T, Wilson. 

7. That the best thanks of the society be given to Messrs. H. P. 
Burdekin and G. A. Wilson for their kindness in auditing the accounts for 
the past year, and that they be re-appointed for the ensuing year. 

8 That the thanks of the society be given to the Right Honourable 
C. B. Stuart Wortley, K.0., M.P., for his attention to the matters laid 
before him by the committee, and for prints of the Public Bills brought 
into the House of Commons during the past Session which he has forwarded 
to the committee, 





9. That the action of the committee in raising the library subscription 
from £1 1s. to £1 11s. 6d. for town members who have been in practice 
more than three years, and barristers, be and the same is hereby approved 


and confirmed. P . 
A vote ot thanks to the chairman concluded the business of the meeting. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Members.—The number of members is now 165. 

Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, 1903.— Rules under this Act, which came 
into operation on the lst of January, 1904, have not yet been issued, and 
cannot be issued till they have lain before Parliament for at least forty 
sitting days; but it is understood that the clerk of the peace will keep a 
rota of solicitors willing to act under the +tatute, and any member who is 
so willing should make application to him to be put on the rota. 

The Prevention of Corruption Bill.—This Biil was again introduced into 
the House of Lords, and was open to the same objections as to details as 
its predecessors, namely, that it would interfere with the receipt of com- 
missions on insurance premiums and other unobjectionable and well 
known customs. It was considerably amended by the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law of the House of Commons, before whom it came in July 
last, but was eventually dropped. 

Legal Education and Sheffield University College Law Classes.— Eleven gentle- 
men are attending the elementary course for the session 1903-4, and four 
the advanced—a good average number. A 

Type-written Parchment Engrossments.—The Registrar of Deeds at Wake- 
field communicated with this society, informing them that he had received 
for registration several type-written parchment documents which could be 
easily obliterated. Your committee consider that type-written parchment 
engrossments are open to grave objections on this score, and strongly 
recommend members not to adopt that form of engrossment, 





The Herefordshire Incorporated Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held on the 16th of 
February, 1904, when there were present Mr. F. R. James (president), 
Mr. F. 8. Collins (vice-president), Messrs. H. C. Beddoe, J. Gwynne 
James, J. Lambe, T. Lianwarne, E. L. Wallis, Earle, Corner, Lloyd, 
Vaughan, Matthews, D. Allen, W. J. Humfrys, Levick, Watson, and J. R. 


Symonds (hon. sec.). , 
The minutes of the last general meeting were read, confirmed, and 


signed. 


; % 
The report of the committee for the past year was received and adopted. 


It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. J. G. James, seconded by Mr. 
Corner, that Mr. F. 8. Collins be elected president for the ensuing year. 

It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. Lloyd, seconded by Mr. 
Llanwarne, that a cordial vote of thanks be accorded to Mr. F. R. James 
for his services as president during the past year. 

It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. H. C. Beddoe, seconded by Mr. 
Humfrys, that Mr. E. 8. Wallis be elected vice-president for the ensuing 


year. 

The following were elected as the committee: Messrs. H. C. Beddoe, 
J. Gwynne James, Lambe, Llanwarne, A. J. Corner, E. P. Lloyd, W. J. 
Humfrys, H. V..Vaughan, Lilley, and F. R. James. 

Mr. J. R. Symonds was elected hon. secretary and treasurer. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Business and Procedure at Assizes.—The resolution passed at the Liverpool 
meeting desiring the Council to take this subject into consideration was 
considered and discussed, and a resolution passed in favour of retaining 
the power to try actions at assize towns. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Members.—The number of members is now seventy-four. Eight new 
members were elected at the annual meeting. 

The Prevention of Corruption Bill.—The attention of the committee was 
given to this Bill when it was before Parliament last year, and they made 
a request to the local members to support amendments with a view to 
prevent undue interference with insurance business, and also to secure the 
omission of the objectionable clause which provided that in a prosecution 
‘* evidence shall not be admissible to shew that any gift or consideration 
was customary in any trade or calling,” and also restoring the words 
requiring that to be corrupt, the receipt of commi-sion must be ‘* without 
the knowledge of the principal.’’ The Bill was, however, withdrawn. 





The Selden Society. 


The following is the report of the committee for the year 1908 : . 

1. Notwithstanding losses by death and resignation, the number of 
members is well maintained, and shews a slight increase. ; : 

2. Volume XVI. of the society's publications, ‘‘ Select Proceedings in 
the Star Chamber,” edited by Mr I. 8. Leadam, which was unavoidably 
delayed, is now issued, and the council are glad to report that there are 
now no arrears in the publications. 

3. Volume XVII. for 1903 is the first volume of the new edition of the 
“Year Books of Edward I1.,”’ edited by Profes-or Maitland, and issued in 
October last. This marks the commencement of the arduous and + xpensive 
undertaking which the council have for some years contemplated. In the 
absence of Professor Maitland abroad, his colleagues on the council desire 
to express their cordial admiration of the brilliant manner in which this 
work has been conceived and executed, both in the scholarly treatment «f 
the text and language, and in the lucid expositions of history and law 
contained in the introduction, The reception accorded to the volume bas 
fully justified the society in its efforts to produce an edition of a definite 
period of the year books, which may be utilixed as a standard for more 
extended future work in the same direction, whether by this society or by 
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the Government or others. Since the first volume appeared Professor 
Maitland has been able, with better health, to proceed more rapidly than 
was anticipated with materials for future volumes. The council may 
therefore be in a position to issue them at a quicker rate than they had 
contemplated. But having regard to their arrangements for other works, 
such a course may involve serious inroads upon the reserve fund. Much 
new and important material has been discovered which was not included 
in Maynard’s edition, and the work will require a larger number of 
volumes than originally estimated. 

4, The volume for 1904 will be a first volume of ‘Select Borough 
Costnmals,’’ edited by Miss Mary Bateson, which is already well advanced. 
A proposed second volume of the Star Chamber Proceedings has been 
postponed at the request and for the convenience of the editor, Mr 
Leadam. Provisional arrangements ‘subject to the possibility of a quicker 
issue of Year Books and to other contingencies) have been made for the 
flowing publications in subsequent years: 1905. ‘‘ Year Books of 
Edward II.,’’ Vol II., edited by Professor Maitland ; 1906. ‘* Borough 
Costumals,’’ Vol. IT., or ‘‘ Star Chamber,”’ Vol. II.; 1907. ‘*‘ Year Books 
of Edward II.,’’ Vol. III. Also other volumes of the year books and 
volumes on ‘‘ Glanvill’’ and ‘‘ Charters of Trading Companies.” 

5. The period of Lord Macnaghten’s office as president has expired 
The council have nominated in bis place Lord Alverstone, who has kindly 
consented to accept the office. The council desire to record their gratitude 
to Lord Macnaghten for his services as president during the last three 


ears. 

6. Under the rules the following members of the council retire by 
rotation—namely, Mr. Attlee, Mr. Chadwyck Healey, K.C., Mr. Inderwick, 
K.C., Mr. Justice Joyce, and the Master of the Rolls. 

The council have re-nominated Mr. Attlee, Mr. Chadwyck Healey, K.C., 
Mr. Justice Joyce, and the Master of the Rolls, who are willing to serve 
again ; and in place of Mr. Inderwick they have nominated Mr. J. E. Gray 
Hill, President of the Incorporated Law Society, who has kindly ccnsented 
to serve. No nomination has been received under rule 7 (a). 

7. An abstract of the accounts, with the report of the auditors, is 
annexed. 





United Law Society. 


March 14.—Mr.J.F.W.Galbraith presided.—Mr. F. M. Guedalla moved: 
‘‘ That this House approves of the policy of the Government in South Africa 
with regard to the introduction of Chinese labour.” Mr. Forder Lampard 
opposed, and there also spoke Messrs. E Jacobson, A. H. Richardson, 
E. 8. Cox-Sinclair, F. 0. Clutton, C. H. Kirby, G. H. Head, and H. M. 
Dals‘on. The motion was carried The annual dinner will take place on 
Wednesday, the 25rd inst., at the Hotel Cecil. Lord Justice Vaughan 
Williams will be in the chair, and the guests will include Mr. Justice 
Byrne, the president of the Incorporated Law Society, and Mr. Edward 
Jenks. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Stvpents’ Denatinc Socrery.—March 1.—Chairman, Mr. G. W. 
Powers.—There was a joint debate with the Union Society of London upon 
the following motion: ‘‘ That at the present time the so-called Liberal 
Party would be incapable of forming an efficient administration.”” Mr. 
H. M. Adler (President of the Union Society) opened in the affirmative ; 
Mr. W. Stephen Miall opened in the negative. The following members 
also spoke : Messrs. Archer White, Croom Johnson, Pleadwell, Jack Myers, 
Webb, T. Landers, and R. A. Glen. The opener having replied, the 
motion was carried by eight votes. 


March 8.—Chairman, Mr. E. B. Ames.—The subject for debate was: 
** That the case of Giblen v. National Amalgamated Labourers’ Union of Great 
Britain and Ireland (1903. 2 K. B. 600) was wrongly decided.” Mr. P. B. 
Henderson opened in the affirmative, Mr. G. E. Mayer seconded in the 
affirmative ; Mr. E. Todd opened in the negative. The following members 
also spoke: Messrs. L. Jones, A. W. H. Hogan, Hugh Rendell, W. 
Merritt, W. G. Weiler, A. P. Spanton, F.J. A. Leggett, and K. W. Greene. 
The chairman having summed up, the motion was lost by eight votes. 


March 15.—Chairman, Mr. Henry G. Barrett.—Dr. W. Blake Odgers 
delivered a lecture to the society on ‘* Witnesses,”’ At the conclusion of 
the lecture a hearty vote of thanks to the lecturer was moved by Mr. R. A. 
Goréon, and seconded by Mr. W. E. Singleton, and carried unanimously. 
There was an attendance of between 70 and 80. 








Lord Davey, in a letter to the Times on the School of Law, says: ‘* You, 
Sir, are probably aware of the inadequacy of the means at the command of 
the University of London to create « school of law out of its own 
resources. I should Jike to see the proposed school become »t once a 
sckool of the Wniversity, and [ hope that, after some experience of its 
working, it will be found expedient that it should necome so. I am only 
#0 individual member of the Senate, and have no authority to speak in its 
name. But from my knowledge of my colleagues, I feel confident that 
they will welcome any addition to the means of higher education in the 
metropolis, and will gladiy take any means in their power to promote it, 


though they would, of vourse, prefer that it should be associated in some | 


way with their own University.” [Most lawyers will very earnestly hope 
the proposed School of Law will not be made # school of the University of 
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Companies. 
British Law Fire. 


ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the British Law Fire Insurance 
Company was held on Friday, the 11th inst., at Cannon Street Hotel 
Mr. Hy. Turton Norton (the chairman) presiding. ‘ 

The report stated that the net premium income was £71,888 1s. 1d., 
as compared with £70,267 15s. 2d. in the previous year, being an in- 
crease of £1,620, os. 1ld. The net losses, after adjusting those outstanding 
at the end of 1902, allowing for claims outstanding at the end of 1903, 
and deducting the amounts recoverable by reinsurance and indemnities, 
had amounted to £27,502 19s. 4d. The loss ratio for the year was 
38.2 per cent. The accounts showed an _ available balance 
of £19,504 12s. 4d. The directors proposed to carry to reserve £8,000, 
thus bringing the reserve up to £68,000, to divide a sum of £50) 
amongst the staff as bonus, to declare a dividend at the rate of £6 per 
cent. free of income-tax for the year, and to carry forward 
£5,004 12s. 4d. The directors who retired by rotation were Messrs. 
Holroyd Chaplin, Edward G. Gibson, Robert G. F. Hills, James Hooker, 
M. F. Monier-Williams, and John Tryon, who, being eligible. offer 
themselves for re-election. The auditors, Messrs. Turquand, Youngs 
and Co., also retire, and offer themselves for re-election. 

Mr. H. Foster CutTLer (manager and secretary) having read the 
notice convening the meeting, 

The CHAIRMAN, in moving the adoption of the report and balance- 
sheet, said he need not remind them that (with the exception of one year) 
the strong point of the company was the extremely low loss rate which it 
was able to show year after year, and which he hoped was going to 
continue. With regard to the figures on the accounts, the dividends 
and interest on investments, etc., amounted to £4,994 10s. 7d. The 
board had come to the conclusion that, with money invested in what 
are practically all gilt-edged securities, they were fully justified in making 
the dividend 6 per cent., which would only absorb £1,000 out of the 
working profits. With regard to the investments, the amount of 
cost was £166,043, and tle marketable value on the 31st of 
December, 1903, was £153,714. This was an apparent deprecia- 
tion of under 7} per cent., and having regard to the abnormal 
depreciation of all gilt-edged securities at the present time, the board had 
thought it quite in order (as a fire office’s usual reserves which were never 
likely to be called upon) to maintain the investments at their cost price. 
The only matter which he had to mention was that there had been 
some new rules passed by the tariff committee, which he thought would 
enable them very much to simplify the forms of the society’s policies, and 
the forms were now being settled by one of the most eminent counsel at 
the bar, and he had every reason to hope that the policies to be issued 
would be much more readable and shorter than hitherto. He would also 
propose that a dividend of 6 per cent. be declared. 

Mr. Wa. Maptes (vice-chairman) seconded the motion. 

Mr. Munpay congratulated the directors on the satisfactory year’s 
record. For sixteen years the society had gone on without a break 
constantly improving the annual premium income on each occasion, 
although it was a little less this year in proportion; but, having regard 
to the very depr.ssed state of affairs, it must be thought still very 
satisfactory. He was glad that the directors had felt themselves able 
to recommend a bonus to the staff. He considered that the company 
was very much indebted to the staff. He had only one suggestion to 
make—namely, that in future years last year’s figures should also 
appear in the balance-sheet in a separate column besides those of the 
year under discussion, which was the practice of many companies. 

The CuHarrMan said that the board would bear Mr. Munday’s sugges- 
tion in mind, and the motion was carried unanimously. 

On the motion of the CHarrMAN, seconded by Mr. Munpay, the re- 
tiring directors were re-elected. 

The auditors were also re-elected. 

The CHAIRMAN said that although the bonus to the staff was men- 
tioned in the report, he would put it formally apart from the report, 
and it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, responding to the vote of thanks, wished to impress 
upon the shareholders, whether present or not, the improtance not only 
of placing their own private business with the company, but also all 
the business they could influence. 


Fquity and Law Life Assurance Society. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 

The fifty-ninth annual meeting of the Equity and Law Life Assurance 
Society was held on Tuesday, at the society’s house, 18, Lincoln’s-inn 
fields, Mr. Ceci. Henny Russert (chairman) presitling. 

The report stated the results of the year’s working showed that the new 
business was the largest in any year of the present quinquennium, the 
amount only having been exceeded on two previous occasions in the history 
of the society. The new sums assured under 621 policies had amounted 
to £924,320, and £261 deferred annuities, of which £364,612 were 
re-assured. The new premiums had amounted to £50,649 3s. 4d., and the 
re-assurance premiums to £22,998 16s. 4d., leaving net new premiums of 
£27,650 7s., of which £5,866 10s. were single premiums, The gross 
amount of the assurances in force at the end of the year was 
£10,320,606 8., of which £1,361,030 were re-assured; and the net 
premium income; was £314,618 12s, 6d., as against £307,296 12s. 7d. in 
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vi count. 
the Fr 132,442 4s. 2d., being an increase of £7,171 10s. 3d, on the cor- 


The amount received for interest and dividends | be told, that not only were their services rendered efficiently, but in 


the most agreeable manner. It was really a pleasure to work with 


responding figure for 1902. Sundry other receipts had amounted to | such a staff. 


_ 2d., and the profit on reversions fallen in during the year was 
Seer ids, 4d. The jue by death under 122 policies had amounted 
to £166,723 17s, 9d.; thirty-two endowment assurances, amounting to 
$31,665 16s., had matured; and £100 became payable under a sinking 
fund policy. The incidence of the claims had again been most —_ 
factory, the average age at death of those assured under other than 
endowment assurances being avout sixty-five. The amount of the claims 
was very much less than was expected, and a substantial profit had 
accrued from this source. The deaths of five annuitants had been 
announced during the year, causing the termination of annuities of 
£606 lls. 6d. The sums paid for cash bonuses and surrenders had 
amounted to £29,483 11s. 1d.—a larger sum than usual in consequence 
of the surrender of three large endowment assurances shortly before their 
maturity. Excluding reversions, outstanding interest and premiums, 
and cash at bank, the total funds were invested to produce #5 16s. 1d. 
rcent. The directors who retired by rotation were Sir Arthur Townley 
Watson, Bart., K.C., the Hon. Mr. Justice Phillimore, the Hon. Mr. 
Justice Grantham, and Mr, William Maples. All these gentlemen being 
eligible, offered themselves for re-election. In addition, the directors 
recommended that a vacancy on the board should be filled at this 
meeting. The auditors—viz., for the proprietors, Mr, Edwin Waterhouse 
and Mr. Joseph Gurney Fowler, and for the assured, Mr. Robert William 
Dibdin—also offered themselves for re-election. 

Mr, A. F. Burripce (actuary and secretary) having read the notice 
convening the meeting, 

The CHAIRMAN moved the adoption of the report. He observed that 
the audit, he was glad to say, was a satisfactory one, the report giving 
a statement of a very successful year. The business of the year had 
been the largest in the quinquennium. It was the largest 
in respect of new sums assured, the largest in respect of net 
sums assuced, the largest in the average of the policies effected, the 
largest in the amount of the addition to the funds, and the smallest 
in the amount of the claims. The figures were as follows, during the 
year 1903 621 new policies had been assured as against 591 of the year 
before. ‘The new sums assured had been £924,000 as against £640,000 
in the previous year, an increase in the new sums assured of nearly 
£284,000. Deducting the re-assurances of both years, this year showed 
an increase in the net sums assured of nearly £49,000. The average 
policy had been £1,488 as against £1,084 in 1902. The society had 
added to its invested funds ~169,000, and there had been an increase 
in interest and dividends of £7,000, the interest and dividends this year 
being £132,000 odd, as against £125,000 odd in 1902. The profit realised 
on reversions had also been satisfactory, being £5,600 odd, as against 
£1,171 in the last year. The claims had been 122 by deaths, and the 
sums paid in respect of them, including the bonuses, had been £166,725. 
Thirty-two endowment, assurances had matured, and in respect of them, 
including bonuses, £31,665 had been paid. In the revenue account the 
endowment claims were put down at £25,900, and the bonuses £41,506, 
the difference between £25,900 and the figure he had given was 
occasioned by his including in the proportion of the £41,000 bonuses 
attributable to the endowments. The decrease in the net claims for 1903 
as compared with 1902 had been £11,561. The amount which the 
society had paid in claims had fallen very considerably below the amount 
expect to be paid, roughly speaking it was £70, less. Of course 
that was a very pleasant result, and there was this ad- 
ditional fact that, in the claims paid by the society, the 
incidence of the latter was entidiolony, the average age 
at death of those assured, under assurances other than endowments, 
being about sixty-five. The society had made a small profit by the death 
of five annuitants, an unimportant figure of £606 of annuities had ceased. 
They had paid rather a large sum for cash bonuses and surrenders— 
£29,843—that was larger than usual because three large endowment 
assurances were surrendered shortly before their maturity. The expenses 
of management were again very moderate, 10.91 per cent. The rate of 
interest showed an improvement, £3 16s, 1d., against £3 15s. 6d. for 
1902, and he should like to point out, as on previous occasions, that in 
stating this amount of interest, the board were excluding the reversions. 
They did not treat reversions as an income-bearin fund at all and 
only took into account the profit made by them when the profit was 
realised. The assurances in force at the end of the year were 
£10,320,000 odd hundreds, of which £1,361,000 and a fraction were re- 
insurances. The net premium income was £314,618, as against £307,296 
in the previous year. The total assets were £4,176,000. 
Mr. Freperick Peake (deputy-chairman) having seconded the 
motion, it was carried unanimously. 
Upon the motion of Mr. R. W. Dinniy, seconded by Mr, KENARD 

Bat, the retiring directors were re-elected. 2 

The auditors were re-elected, on the motion of Mr. @. 
seconded by Mr. F. Burrow. 

_ Votes of thanks were passed to the directors and to the auditors, the 
CuarnMan and Mr, Dippin returning thanks. 

On the motion of Sir Howarp E.puinstronn, seconded by Mr. R. J. P. 

Brovanron, Sir Kenelm Digby was elected a director in the place of Mr. 

Stavely Hill, who retired from ill-health, the CHaTRMAN expressing the 

regret of the board at losing his services. ° 

l he CHATRM AN proposed a vote of thanks to Mr. Burridge and the staff, 

observing that the success of their services was shown by the report. 


Weston, 


Mr. Burripee, in returning thanks, said he need hardly observe that 
their kindly appreciation of the labours of the staff was the greatest 
stimulus to further exertions, and they would be ungrateful indeed were 
they not to throw all their energies into the work of the society of whose 
honourable history they were justly proud. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman brought the proceedings to a close. 








Legal News. 


Dissolutions. 


Henny Frevper Jonnson and Harcourr Masrer, solicitors (Johnson & 


Master), 18, Theobald’s-road, Bedford-row, London. . al. 
(Gazette, March 15. 





General. 


The statue of Lord Russell of Killowen, upon which Mr. Brock, R.A. 
has been so long engaged, is, says the Daily Telegraph, stated to be 
complete. 


In a Welsh breach of promise action it was stated, says the St. James’s 
Gazette, that the only love-letters in the case were written by the defend- 
ant’s and plaintiff's solicitors. 


It is stated that Mr. Justice Wright, who is still staying at Penzance, 
continues to make satisfactory Pag ss towards recovery. He expects 
to resume his seat in court after the ter vacation. 


In reply to a question in the House of Commons by Sir Frederick Dixon 
Hartland, Mr. Balfour stated that it is the intention of Government to 
re-introduce the Bills of Exchange Amendment Bill of last year. 


The following are the commission days fixed by the judges for holding 
the spring assizes: Northern Circuit (Mr. Justice Bucknill and Mr. Justice 
Jelf), Manchester, Monday, April 18; Liverpool, Wednesday, May” 4. 
North-Eastern Circuit (Mr. Justice Wright), Leeds, Monday, May 2. 


A meeting of the Society of Chairmen and Deputy-Chairmen of Quarter 
Sessions was held on Tuesday, when Lord Cross (president of the society) 
took the chair. The society considered the following Parliamentary Bills, 
and discussed other matters affecting quarter sessions: Justices of the 
Peace Bill and Penal Servitude Bill. 


Tuesday’s London Gazette contains a notice that, pursuant to the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893, a draft Order has been prepared under the 45th 
section of the County Courts Act, 1888, excluding the Registrar of the 
County Court at Wakefield from private practice. Copies of the draft may 
be obtained from the Lord Chancellor's Office, House of Lords. 


It is understood, says the Times, that a scheme has been prepared by the 
General Council of the Bar for the re-arrangement of the dates of the 
circuits of the judges, by which the summer assizes are timed to finish at 
the end of July, whereby the Long Vacation can begin on the Ist of 
August and end on the 12th of October, instead of beginning on the 13th 
of August and finishing on the 23rd of October as at present. It is under- 
—— that the proposed scheme is now under the consideration of the 
judges. 


The Home Secretary has appointed the Right Hon. Lord Belper, Mr, 
F. A. Bosanquet (Common Serjeant of the City of London), Mr. H. B. 
Simpson (of the Home Office), and Mr. J. 8. Arkwright, M.P., to be a com- 
mittee to consider and report whether any alteration of the boundaries of 
the metropolitan police-court districts, where they extend into the county 
of Middlesex, is desirable ; and, if so, whether any rearrangemeut of the 
police-court districts is in consequence required. Lord Belper will be 
chairman and Mr. T. E. Bettany, of the Home Office, secretary of the 
committee. 


The Lord Chancellor, in moving the Second Reading of the Justices 
of the Peace Bill, said that it through the House last year, 
but, coming at the end of the Session, it failed to pass through the 
House of Commons, It was designed to remove the great inconvenience 
created by the present law, which prescribed that the gene appointed 
as justices of the peace for a county must be absolutely resident in that 
county, though in many cases the men most fitted for it lived just over the 
border. It was an inconvenience which arose many times in the year in 
different counties of England. Earl Spencer supported the Bill, remark- 
ing that he had had experience of the difficulties of the present system as 
Lord Lieutenant of Northamptonshire. The Bill was read a second time. 


In a paper read by Mr. Arthur Brackett before the members of the 
Auctioneers’ Institute he related the following story: A landowner who 
was anxious to purchase a small property near his estate, being called 
away to attend a funeral, instructed his newly-engaged butler to go to the 
sale and ns the field, regardless of price. The butler, a stranger to every- 
one, did as he was told, and took a seat in a deep recess of the chi - 
corner. As it happened, his master got back from the Semenl wie 
hewn | was proceeding, and seeing nothing of the butler, congratulate’ 
himself that he was still in time to join in the contest. Then ensueda 
long series of biddings between the employer and the butler, and it was 





The shareholders did not know, though he thought they hardly needed to 
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last the landowner threw up the sponge his butler came forward with an 
air of triumph, exclaiming: “It’s for Mr. P——, and here is his cheque 
for you to fill in the deposit.”’ 


“To get an acquittal if he can, whatever the merits of the case may be ”’ 
—thus has Sir Harry Poland defined the duty of counsel for the defence 
in a criminal case. A member of the Oxford Circuit has, says the Globe, 
shewn that it is a definition that is not to be pushed too far. Appearing 
for a prisoner tried at Stafford on a charge of murder, he said, in the 
course of a brief address tothe jury, that ‘‘ it had been his duty to see that 
the case against the prisoner was proved according to law, but it was no 
part of his duty to put forward theories for which he had no material and 
no instructions.’ With this latest contribution to the ethics of advocacy 
few will disagree. What makes it noteworthy is that the prisoner, who 
was convicted, had obtained the services of his candid advocate by means 
of the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act. 


On Wednesday, the 9th instant, Sir John Anderson, K.C.M.G., was 
entertained at the Café Royal to a complimentary banquet by members of 
Gray’s-inn, of which honourable society he is a member, on the occasion of 
his appointment as Governor of the Straits Settlements. Master H. E. 
Duke, K.C., M.P., presided. After the usual loyal and patriotic toasts, 
Mr. J. W. McCarthy proposed ‘‘'The Civil Servants of the Crown,’’ to 
which Mr. W. P. Byrne, C.B., responded. The chairman, in proposing 
the toast of the evening, ‘‘ His Excellency the Governor of the Straits 
Settlements,’’ said that Gray’s-inn had aclose affinity, not merely with the 
country, but with the Empire, and in fact was an Imperial inn. In the 
hall and on the bench the society was permeated through and through 
with the Colonial and the Imperial spirit, and if they could collect the men 
of Gray’s-inn in hall or in the square, which would be more appropriate to 
their numbers, they would find them representing the solidarity of the 
British race and of British law, which dominated the British race and the 
British Empire, and representing Gray’s-inn at the same time. Gray’s- 
inn was the most Imperial and the most sociable of the inns. Their guest 
that evening went abroad to maintain the supremacy of the British race 
and British institutions, and to make that fact known which lawyers 
appreciated in this country, that that supremacy depended upon the main- 
tenance of British law. More and more it became the fact as years went on 
that the real sovereign, not only in these realms, but in the Empire, was 
law; that there was no real appreciation of liberty unless there was 
an appreciation of law. Trained Englishmen made the best governors 
the world had seen, and that was due partly to their acquired skill and 
experience which gave that familiarity with, and affection for, British 
jurisprudence. Sir Jobn Anderson, in acknowledging the toast, admitted 
that what he had learned at (:ray’s-inn had been of very great use to him 
at the Colonial Office. The post he was to occupy involved a good deal of 
responsibility, because the (;overnor of a Crown Colony was held 
responsible for the whole of the administration of the colony in which 
he was the King’s representative. In the Straits Settlements there was a 
very mixed population of one and a quarter millions, and more than half 
of them consisted of the despised Chinese. The colony and the Malay 
States were in a very prosperous condition, and that condition was entirely 
due to the patient and the plodding industry and also the keen intelligence 
of the Chinaman, Singapore was one of the most important outports of 
Empire, and the shipping which called there exceeded that which called 
at any port in the United Kingdom except the Port of London. He did 
not think he exaggerated when he said that the position of governor of 
such colony was one which would tax the energies of any man. If he 
succeeded, he should feel very proud; if he failed he should not feel 
altogether humiliated, because it was a task in which a man might fail 
without being altogether incapable. Mr. Bannerman subsequently 
proposed ‘‘Domus,’’ to which the Treasurer and Master Clayton 
responded. The proceedings, which were of a most cordial character 
throughout, were brought to aclose by the company joining in singing 
Auld Lang Syne. 








The Southwark and Vauxhall Water Co. invite tenders for an issue of 
3 per Cent. Debenture Stock, redeemable at par at the option of the 
company twenty-five years from the date of issue. The stock is a lawful 
investment for trustees. Tenders must be received at the company’s 
oflices, Southwark Bridge-road, 8.E., not later than noon, on the 22nd 
instant. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rora or Reotstzars ix ATTENDANCE ON 
Evencoescy Aprreaut Courr Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rora. No. 2. KeKkewicu. Brews. 
. 21 Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey 
22 Jackson Theed Church R. Leach 
R. Leach W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Godfrey Theed Church R. Leach 
Beal W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Carrington Theed Church R. Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
FAaRweELL Bucwvey. Jovet. Swisres Eavy. 
21 Mr. Jackuon Mr. Carrington Mr. Farmer Mr. Theed 
22 Pemberton Beal King W. Leach 
ee Jackson Carrington Farmer King 
= Pemberwn Ira] King Varmer 
woe a Jackum Carrington Farmer Church 
a Pemberton Beal King Greswell 
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The Property Mart. 


Sale of the Ensuing Week. 


March 23.—Messts. Taurcoop & Martin, at the Mart, at 2 :— Leicester-square : Nos. §, 9, 
and 10, Lisle-street, a Block of Freehold Shops, Dwellings, and Workchops, let on 
short leases at £300 a year. Solicitors, Messrs. Hopgoods & Dowson, London. — 
Hackney : Freehold Shops and Dwellings, producing a totsl rental of £156 per annum, 
occupying an area of about 2,900ft. Solicitors, Messrs. Iliffe, Henley, & Sweet, 
London. (See advertisement, March 12, p. iii.) 

Result of Sale. 

Messrs. H. E. Foster & Crawyrievp sold, at the Mart, on Wednesday last, the Freehold 
Livery Stable Premises and Shop with Stabling in rear, situate Nos. 31 and 43, Herbert. 
road, Plumstead, producing £120 10s. per annum, for £2,100. 

Reversions AND Lire Pouicizs. 

The same firm at their Fortnightly Bale (No. 759) of the above Interests on Thursday 

last realised £1,995. £ 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to One-fourth of £3,750; life 65 ose oe Sold 1,560 
LIVE POLICY for £600, with profits ; life 62 .. ae oa sla o~ » a 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, March 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitrep 1n CHANCERY. 


Brapyorp axp County Estate Co, Limtrep (1x Ligurpation}—Creditors are re.juired, 
on or before Apri 12, to send their names and ad .and particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Hi Headland Ayres, Tanfield bldgs, Hustlergate, Bradtord. Firth & 
Firth, Bradford, solors for liquidator 

Dvurast & Co, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 25, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Athelstan Dangerfield, 56, 
Cannon st. E 1, ¢ hurch st, solor for liquidator 

E Cnapwick & Sons, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send their 
names aud addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph James 
Edward Chadwick, Stainclitfe, Dewsbury. Tunnicliffe & Salthouse, Bradford, and Clay, 
sh. ffield, joint solors for liquidators 

G J Tirume & Sons, Lim1rreo—Petn for winding up, presented March 7, dirested to be 
heard March 22. Peacock & Goddard, South sq, Gray’s inn, solors for petner. Notice 
So must reach the apove-named not later 6 o’clock ia the afternoon of 

teh 21 

Powrtann (Rosstayp) Ming, Luwrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required. on or 
before April lv, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William Albert stearns, 23, Leadenhall st. Burnie, Fenchurch st, solor for 
liquidator 

Sarst AuByNs Masstons (Hove), Limrrxp—Petn for wioding up, presented March 8, 
directed tu be heard March 22. Boxall & Boxall, Chancery ln. for Cockburn & Rodgers, 
Hove, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
thau 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 21 

Ta.sor Cycie Co, Liurrep (WoLvernampTon)- Creditors are required, on or before 
March 23, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Walter Vincent Vate, 18, Darlington st, Wolverhampton. Manby & Brevitt, 
Wolverhampton, solors for liquidator 

Vervet Kosstaxp Mine, Limtrep (is Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 30, to send their names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to William Albert Stearns, 23, Leadenhall st. Burnie, Fenchurch st, solors for liquidator 





London Gazette.—Turspay, March 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwitep 1x CaAncery. 


Asm Batertey & Soxs, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 23, to send 
their names and addresses, aod the particulars of their debts or ciaims, to William 
Morton, 58, Fentou st, Rochdale. Jackson & Co, Rochdale, solurs for liquidator 

Cross, 80x, & Co, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or befose April 26, vo send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George William 
Osborn, Uplands. Heathfield Common, sussex. Radford & Frankland, Chancery In, 
solors for liquidator 

H Surron & Co, Limvrev—Petn for winding up, presented March 11, directed to be heard 
March 29. Whitelock & Storr, Chancery )u, tor Gateley & son, Birmingham, svlors for 
petners. Notice of appearing must r the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of March 28 

J Strascwarp & Bon, Limite (in VoLounrary Liquipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before April 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Frederick Gimblett, 7, Adam st, Adelphi. Huonybun, Huntingdon, 
soiors tor liquicator 

J L 8 Tosacou Co, Linrrev—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send is 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Heary Joim 
Self, 63, Marloes rd, Kensington High st 

Norruven Steam Heeeine Fisnerizs, Liarep (1x Votunrary Liquivarion)—Creditors 
are required, on or before April 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to James Hall, South Dock, Sunderland. Wallace, Sunderland, 
solors for liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Crain. 
London Gasette.—F uivay, March 11. 
Benxeox, WiittAm Eowanp, Hollycroft, Lindfield, Sussex April 11 Baker vy Benson 
Berne, J simmonds, Finsbury cres “ 
Faeaskianv, Danie, Market Bi Muddleton, Boot Dealer April 11 Taylor v Greenhalgh, 
strar, Manchester Ritchie, Manchester 
Isaac pnt age ee Kxxest Woorrox, Upper Richmond rd, Putney April 30 Sanders v 


K h, J 
McKeon, Guonae, Finchleyrd April8 Britten and Bannister v McKeon and Lawrence, 
on B iJ wanes, Finer aoe 
ERWOOD. ENRY, er ew e upon ¢, Shipowner April 22 
eel, Maen, Maley aes Or A me Ghems 


London Gasette,—Tuvavay, March 15. 





Buexiz, Eowanv, Aberdare, Sens, Cutter April 12 Darke & Burkle, Kekewich, 


JI Geare & lease, Lincola’s inu ti lds 
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Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ciam., 
London Gazette.—Fxipay, Feb. 26. 


Barker, Francis Henry, Liyndir, Denbigh March 26 Barker & Rogerson, Chester 

Barker, Evizasetu Avy, Llyndir, Denbigh March 26 Barker & Rogerson, Chester 

Broapvy, JuLia, Highbury New Park March 26 illiams & Co, Guildhall yd 

Brows, Freperick Grorce, Ealing AprilS Lendon, Budge row 7 

Bruce, JAnz, Ramshaw House, nr Evenwood, Durham April2 Legge & Miller, Houghton 
le Spring 

Busuey, Lovise Grace, Gt Malvern, Worcester April6 Coode & Co, Bedford row 

Cawexin, Tuomas, Stapleford, Herts, Farmer April20 Sworder & Longmore, Hertford 

Cavé, Ann, Chelsea April9 Potter & Co, King st, Cheapside 

Cuzuson, Wi1LL14m, Derby, Shoe Manufacturer <April11 Stone, Derb 

CorseTT, WILLIAM, Darlaston, Staffs, Gunlock Manufacturer March 25 Slater & Co, 
Darlaston 


las 

Decavx, ALFRED, South Tottenham April 30 Crossfield & Co, Hackney rd 

De Lauty, Isaset, Houghton, Durham March 23 Kidson & Co, Sunderland ’ 

De Latty, or Lovrs, Lille, France, Commercial Traveller March 23 Kidson & 
Co, Sunder 

Evans, a Jarrow, Durham, Auctioneer April 15 Stobo & Livingston, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

Farr, Joun, Hanley, Wood Turner March14 Adams, Tunstail 

FuetcuEer, Tuomas, Grappenhall, Chester March 22 Davies & Fo:shaw, Warr.ngton 

Fiover, Ernest Ayscocue, Cairo, Egypt March 25 Beaumont & Son, Gt Winchester st 

Forp, Jaye, York st, Baker st March 26 Brodie, Bedford row 

Foster, Rev Cuartes Georcr, George st, Manchester sq March 20 Hallowes & Co, 
Bedford row 

Fayer, Ansotom, Whitstable, Mariner April6 Mowll & Mowll, Canterbury 

GaupErN, Axx, Northampton March 18 Warnell & Price, Northampton 

GotpTHorPe, Ex1za, Hampton hill March 25 Cozens, Hamp’ : ji 

Goopsuy, WiLL1AM Heyry, Putney Vale, Surrey April5 Wing & Eade, Gray’s inn sq 

Haut, Lewis, Jarrow March 31 Young South Shields ies : 

Harris, Maria Exizapetu Giossoe, Twickenham March 31 Liggins, Ealing 

Jenkins, Lewis, Bedwellty, nr Bargoed, Mon April 9 Dauncey, fredegar _ 

Jones, Owen, College hill, Civil Engineer April8 A R & H Steele, College hill 

Kyirz, Rev Tuomas Wenuam, Westerham Aprill Rooke & Delacombe, Westerham 

MackkELt, Josep, Halifax March8 Mackrell, Halifax g 

Mayser, Henry, Hoddesdon, Herts, Merchant April5 Horsley & Weightman, Basing- 
hall st 

MeReweTueERr, Evertne Maria, Windlesham, Surrey April5 Rooke & Macdonald, Bath 

Newnan, Frayces Mancaret, Cheltenham April12 Ley & Co, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 

Nicxois, Marrsa, Leeds .March 31 Farrar, Halifax . 

Painz, CLaBA, Harrow on the Hilt Apill J B& F Purchase, Queen Victoria st 

Perkins, Frank Groner, Liverpool March 22 Stephenson, Liverpool 

Prayrair, Davin Tuomsoy, MD, Bromley March 30 Beachcroft & Co, Theobalds rd 

Pryse, Jonn Puow Vaveuay, JP, DL, Bwichbychan, Card:gan March 24 Murgan & Co, 
Carmarthen 

Raw tnos, Rev AnTuur, Tiverton, Devon April1 Rawlings & Rawlings, Gray’s inn sq 

Re«s, Anne, Velindre, nr Lampeter, Carmarthen March 26 Paillips, Llandovery 

Roperick, Maria, Pontypridd March 25 Davies, Pontypridd 

Sanperson, Toomas Freperick, Leytonstone, Essex March 23 Snow & Co, Gt St Thomas 
Apostle, Queen st 

Scown, Heyry, Plymouth, Metal Merchant March 22 Rickear3 & Co, Plymouth 

Sreicut, Witt1Am Joun Mutiow, Kidderminster, Licensed Victualler April 4 Perrin, 
Kidderminster 

SuckumG, Mary, Gt Dunmow, Essex March 25 Wade & Co, Dunmow, Essex 

Tay or, Jou, Torquay March 31 Wrigley & Co, Oldham 

Tuomas, ANNE, Haverfordwest March 15 George, Haverfordwest. 

Tuompson, SopHIA Ame iA, Birkenhead March 26 Laces & Co, Liverpool 

Tuompsox, Toomas Gzorce, West Dulwich March 25 Finch & Turner, Cannon st 

Turver, Wit.1am, Church Gresley, Derby, Grocer March 18 Taylor & Wheatcroft, 
Burton on Trent . 

Wayp, Susanyan, Leicester April18 Owston & Co, Leicester 

Warsvrton, Nona, Folkestone March 21 Coidham & Birkett, Clement's inn, Strand 

West, Matitpa, Trowell, Notts March7 Thorpe, Ilkeston _— 

Wernerey, Caartorre Estuer, Selby, Yorks, Hotel Proprietress March 12 Willan, 
Hawes, R8 O 

Wue ter, ALrrep Roser, East Molesey March 30 Goodman, East Molesey 
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ArxswortH, Ratpu, Preston, Licensed Victualler March 22 W & A Blackhurst, Preston 
Alvswortsh, Saran, Preston March 22 W & A Blackhur-t, Preston 

Bartow, James, Chester, Licensed Victualler March 25 Brassey, Chester 

Bet, Jusepn, Liverpool, Photographer March 26 North & Co, Liverpool 

Bevan, oe Lianelly, Carmarthea, Chemical Manufacturer March 25 Brodie & Walton, 





y 
Bippie, MattHew, Wotton under Edge, Glos March 31 Winterbotham & Sons, Stroud, 


Glos 

Bivppie, Matitpa Anetra, Portishead, Somerset March 31 Winterbotham & Sons, 
Stroud, Glos 

Brown, Jouy, Gateshead March 31 Swinburne, Gateshead 

Baowy, Joun Henry, Brighton May 25_ Grifti h & Co, Brighton 

Burnett, Saran Ann Lisier, Brighton March 21 Gibson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Carrineton, CAROLINE Exizasera, Leamington April2 Wright & Co, Leamington 

Canrinaton, JANE, Leamington April2 Wright & Co, Leamington 

Ciayros, Ropgrr Grorce, Middlesbrough, Timber Merchant’s Mansger March 14 
Watson, Middlesbrough 

Cottinson, James, Cheetham, Manchester March 25 Jones & Payne, Manchester 

Corre, ALFRED F'211x, Maidstone, Chemist March 25 Stenning & Son, Maidstone 

Corry, Ann, Barnsbury rd March 24 Snow & Co, Gt 8t Thomas Apostle; Queen st 

Dawson, Joun, Sussex sq March 31 Caprons & Co, Savile pl, Conduit st 

pg Vismes, CAROLINE Anniz, St Leonards on Sea April 13 Gibbon & Moore, Gt James 
st, Bedford row 

Disiey, Euirty, Hampstead March 30 Church, Fenchurch st 

Dunken.ey, James, Oldham, Coal Dealer March 29 Smith, Oldham 

ELpERton, Se Toxteth Park, Liverpool, Silk Mercer's Buyer April5 Cooper, 

icester 

Fietcuer, Tuomas, Grappenhall, Chester March22 Davies & Forshaw, Warrington 

Fo.ey, Hon Firzernatp ALtaganon Cuaries, Packham House, nr Fordingbridge, South- 
ampton March 31 Caprons & Co, Savile pl, Conduit st 

Garter, Coantorre, Bournemouth April3 King & Burrell, Gresham st 

Gerranv, James, Liverpool April 1 Smith & Son. Liverpoo: 

Gisrons, Mary Any, Bromley by Bow March 30 Evans & Co, Theobald’s rn, Bedford 


TOW 
Green, Ropert Yeoman, Newcastle upon Tyne April 3 Young, South Shields 
Grove, Evizasetu, Belbroughton, Worcester March 25 Mobberley, _> Stourbridge 
Hannis, Pavuiwa, Low Spennymoor, Durham April5 Trotter & Co, ishop Auckland 
Hanvey, Hutry Crarg, Subiton April1 Collings & Co, Buckingham st, Strand 
Heianicron, Even, Biighton April13 Allen & Son, Carlisle st, Soho sq 
a Marruzw, Newcastle upon Tyne Apritl Denison & Slater, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 
Hinps, Jane Anne, Newcastle under Lyme March 31 Knight & Sons, Newcastle, Staffs 
Honsuy, Francis, Mansfield Woodhouse, Notts,, Wine Merchant March 81 Alcock, 


Lanan, WitttAm, Hyde Park March 27 Wheeler & Monro, King Covent gin 
Lists, Witt1am heating Tunbridge Wells May 1 Robb, Tonbridge Wells 


Jounsoy, Wit114M Moorg, Broadstairs 
Seren sas welaall, Caster April9 JN&E A Cots 
ERRINS, JOSEPH, ’ 
Prior, Wiuras ALBERT, Box, Wilts, Yeoman April 14 O’Donoghue & Forbes, Bristol 
mantis Se GeraLD Wituiam Coxtisewoop, Dunleer, Louth April } 
unda . 
Rupsra, WILLIAM ALFRED. Wellingborough March 3( Burnham & Co, Wellingborough 
Sistey, Atrrep, Putney March 31 Hilder & Co, Jermyn st, St James’s 
Tuomas, James Zecuarta, Newcastle Emlyn, Surgeon March 31 Evans, Newcastle 


Emlyn, Ca en 
Tuompsoy, THOMAS ALLEN, West Dulwich April2 Finch & Turner, Cannon st 
Waxsvrtos, Janz, Bowdon, Chester 12 Warburton, Manchester 

Wear, Epwarp, Felton, Northumberland April9 Douglas, Alnwick, 

Wnricut, Joun Brrcniey, Wordsley, Staffs, Grocer April1 Nowell & Co, Burnley 


30 Baker & Co, Union ct, Old Broad st 
il4 Axnison & Co, Penrith 
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Asvurrow, Epwiy, Alresford, Hants anes Shield & Mackarness, Alresford 

Apams, Bensamin, Edgbaston, Birming April2 Botteley & Sharp, Birmingham 
Austin, ELzayor, Walton onthe Naze April4 White & Co, Ciacton on Sea : 
Bagrinctox, Paitir, Hockley, Birmingham, Rule Maker april6é Saunders & Co, Bir- 


ham 
— ~ ATHERINE, North Notting Hill April 15 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, 


sq < 
Brissy, Joun, Burnage, nr Manchester, Farmer April15 Hardicker, Manchester 
BLACcKLOCK, Ex1zapaTH, Heaton Park, nr Manchester April 2 March & Co, Manchester 
Briees, Taomas, Manningham, Bradfurd May 2 Hutchinson & Sons, Bradford 
Brownu11, Ext, Harts Hill, Staffs, Carpenter April1l Wight & Co, Dudley 
Burns, Joun, Deal, Tailor April15 Brown & Brown, Deal 
Cuapwick, WiLL14M, St Pancras Aprilé Dibb &Co,Leeds | “ 4 
CaamBer.in, Anxig Marra Giiroy, Church Gate, Leicester April2 McAlpin, Leicester 
Cuestex, Joun, Brick court, Temple, Barrister at Law April 30 Taylor & Co, Field ct, 


Gray’s inn 
a, Sean, Newtown, Montgomery April2 Williams & Co, Newtown, North 
Vales 


CrowrTes, JonaTHAN, Macclesfield April 2 Sheldon & Co, Macclesfield 

Curspert, Wiiuiam, Myton, Warwick april 18 Davies, Leamington 

Davey, STePnEN, Wheal Vor. Bre«ge, Cornwall March 26 ‘Thomas, Helston, Coinwaill 
Davis, Exiza, St John’s Wood April 1€ Hellams & Co, ——= 

Farina, Anxiz Usett, Manchester st, Manchestersq March 31 Cresse & Sons, 


Lancaster pl 
Firz Gena.p, Harriet, Cannes, France April11 Bloxam & Co, Lincoln inn fields 
Gawtss, Emity Lucy, Bedminster, Bri March 25 Carne-Hili & Wedd, Somerton 
Gray, Wituram, Paris March 31 Acheson-Gray, Kilburn 
Green, Any, Culcheth, Lancs April2 Dootson, Leigh 
HaprFiz.p, Joun, Macclesfield, Drysalter April2 Sheldon & Co, Macclesfield 
Hawt, Epwarp, Marston Green, Bickenhill, Warwick, Farmer April 5 King & Mills, 


irming! 

Hascock, Carouge, Blackheath March 31 Debenham & Walker, Basinghall st 

Hoap.ey, Joseru, sen, Hawkhurst, Kent March 26 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

Hveues, Evizaserns, Sou hport April5 Jeans & Son, Warrington 

Jounson, Jus«rpu, Harborne, Birmingham Apuil 15 Brooks, ingham 

Kixcpon, ArTuUR, Medstead, Hants April7 Shield & Mackarness, alresford ® 

Kirk, Wi.1am, Faweett st, Kensington April 9 Spottiswoode, Norfolk st 

Love, Hannan, Oxton, Birkenhead April8 Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 

Macponett, Right Hon Sir Hvucu Gvriox, CB, GCMG, Cornwall gdns, South Kensington 
March 31 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 

MAcKINNoN, WILLIAM ALEXANDER, Folkestone March 31 Foyer & Co, Essex st, Strand 

McLaveuuix, Joun, Blackpool March 19 .Fletcher & Son, Blackpool 

MEssER, ANDREW, Heswali, Chester April13 Smith & Son, Liverpool 

Moraison, Frank, Ascot Aprill5 Budd & Co, Austen Friars 

Nosts, Isase.ia, Gt Corby, Cumberland March 26 8 & H 3 Cartmell, Carlisle 

Parvin, Taomas, Manchester. Joiner April8 Brooks & Co, Manchester 

Porr, Ame.ia, New Cut, Bristol Juneté King, Bristol 

RBicuarps, Atrrep, Lianthewy, Skirrid, Mon, per March 21 Jacob, Abergavenny 

Ripeat, Jos Yares, Chipping, nr Preston March 19 M & L Allen, Chipping, nr Prestoa 

Roverts, Joun Heyry, Ho April13 Lanfear & Co, Cannon st 

Rosson, Jane Suite, Camdea Town April2 Smith & Co, John st, Bedford row 

Rosenuzim, Herman, Hampstead, Wine §) ipper April 16 verg & Co, Finsbury cir 

Sepawick, Joseru, Manchester, Merchant y 1 Simpson, Manchester 

Surra, Kars, East Ham, Essex April 25 Blott, ‘ord 

seen +s Puiwir, Belmont, nr Havant, Hants April 22 Munns & Longiden, Old 

ewry 
Srewakrt, Peter, Brandon, Durham March 31 Graham & Shepherd, Sunderland 
Tuompson, Darivs Cartes, Squirrels Heath, Romford April 15 Hunt & Hunt, 


Romford 

Trickett, Josavua, Coupe Lench, Rossendale, Lancs, Calico Printer March3i L& W 
Wikinson, Blackburn 

Tunatey, Tuomas Gronow, Levenshulme, nr Manchester April 15 Hardicker, Man- 


chester 
Vavenas, Bamena Avams, Highbury New Park May 1 Ashley & Co, Frederick's pl, 


e 
Vivek, Ex a, Eechegien, Bristol April12 Pointon, Birmingham 
Wicmons, Jouy, Penge, Licensed Victualler April4 Sydaey, Kenfrew rd, Lambeth 
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Avstix, Harner Janz, Wickham Market, Suffolk April8 Higgs, Woodstock, Oxon 

Baupry, Josgeru, Denmarkrd, Kdbura Aprill5 Howard & Shelton, Moorgate 

Bisnor, Henry Manyin, Hendon Apriil4 Robins & Co, Lincoln's ina 

Brumpy, Henry, Shettield, Builder April 30 Alderson & Co, Shetlield 

Bunvorr. Hexry Puen, Eastbourne 15 Farrer& Co, Lincola’s inn fields 

Seams, Set, Clay Cross, Derby, Beerhouse Keeper April9 Jones & Middleton, Chester- 
le 


Burterworts, Hargiet, Meltham, Huddersfield May1 Ramsden & Co, Huddersfield 
Cnanmay, Exiza, Ho April5 Cotching, H 
Dickenson, Erkanor Firorenca, Bath March 25 Lawrence & Co, Bristol 
Daarer, Henny, Huddersfield April4 Sykes, Hudderstield 
one, } od Queen's Park, Paddington, Caterer April4 Menneer, Fernhead 
R ington 
Dorant, Bevery, Peckham, Printer i125 Burion & Son, Blackfriars rd 
 oeeg Saran, — r.~! 25 — & Son, Blackfmars =. ~ 
tus, Rorert, Llangollen, igh, r April8 Minshall Llangollen 
Fiysy, ANNIS Many, Liverpool reh 18 Meebay & Lyneh, Li 
Forpuam, Wituiam Antuvr, Leeds, Organ Dealer March 31 Satcherd & Co, Leeds 
Fosrer, Jouy, Manchester, Dairyman April19 Lawson & Co, Manchester 
Ganrit, Evizasern Boyp, St Leopard’s on Sea July 2 Mulington & oe. Boston 
Grirrin. Georae, Warwick, Tent Maker April 18 Boddington & Bond, Warwick 
Hanpinonam, Wittiam, Laindon, Essex Apiil4 Pamfrey & Son, Paternoster row 
yor, Jane, Redland, Bristol June Spofforth 
a ~~ ea Westgate, Br.dford, L censed Victualler March 31 Newell & Co, 
radfo! 
Lampert, Frances, Bath April8 Simmons & Co, Bath 
Leruine, Many Manta, Cheetham hill, Manchester April 22 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
McOvan, James CARui.e, Campden halt sq, Kensington, Barrister at Law April 12 
Plunkett & Leader, St Paul's churchyard 
Mvnpay, Spwiny, Bishopston, Bristol May 1 Spofforth, Bristol 
Nerpuam, Cuances, Tinsley, nr Shettield 
Ressoca, Leicester May 16 Neale, 





P. 
Prx, Mancane? Axxiey, Streatham hill April1 Pearce & Keele, Southampton 
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Roor, Cazotmxz, We-tbourne pk March 19 Cooper & Bake, Portman st, Portman sq 
yy, Epwagp, Ticechurst House, Sussex May 21 Millington & Simpson, Boston 
Watrorp, Toumas Stvurces, Chiddingfold, y May 10 Walfords, Bolton st, 


Waxes, Evizaseta, Adlington, Chester April9 Jordan & Bowden, Manchester 
Fears. ry-Waittincstatt, Grorcr, Queen’s gate April12 Field & Co, Liverpool 
Wiixinson, Joux Bourton, Manchester April9 Bingham & Co. Manchester 

Woop, Grorce, Kidderminster, Licensed Victualler April15 Talbot, Kidderminster 
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ALLEN, Jon» THomas, Folkestone March 24 Watts & Watts, Folkestone 

Bestwick, Mary Jaxe, Ashton under L ne April 12 Hewitt, ashton under Lyne 
Bioxg.t, Marearrr, strood, Kent April13 Dawes & Son, Angel ct, Throgmton st 
Barwosr, James. Hove,fussex April 26 Upperton & Bacon, B ighton 

Brock, Berwarp, Hackney, Piano Manufacturrr April 16 Syrett & Sons, Finsbury 


pvmt 
Browse, Groraz Scorr, Charles st, St James's, Tex Planter April 9 Cox & Lafone, 
Cannon st 


Bourrerwoatn, Saran, Prestwich, Lancs June4 Hart-D:ke, Lancaster pl 

Catt, Water Grorct, Marden, Kent, Brewer’s Traveller April 15 
Reynolds, Basinghall st 

Cuar.tox, Roszrt Jouxsox, Newcastle upon Tyne, Plumber April 25 Wi'kinson & 
Mar . Newcastle upon Tyne 

Cuecxizy, Craka, Northampton April 9 Phipps, Northamp‘on 

Cuvace, Witiram Rovert, Sutton April11 Pettiver & Pearkes College hill 

Crank, Jon, Stamford, Lincs, Horse Dealer March 31 Atter. StamforJ 

Cotmax, Grorce Frevesicx. Juca Vieria, Minas Getaes, Brazil, Company Promoter 
April8 Threlfall, Southport 

Bvass, Ricnarp, Caytporpe. Lincs April 20 James & James, Ely pl, Holborn circus 

Everts, James Jonx, Hackney, Skin Merchant April 20 Sugden & Harford, Iren- 


sannister & 


monger 
Faviexsacn, Hexey Witiram Hveert, Enfield May2 Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st 
Feu, James, am May10 Maron, Eidon st, Finsbury 
Faxsa, Epwasp, Ness, nr Neston, Chester April9 Grace & Co, Liverpool 
Feveerear, Resecca, Hoxton April5 B:cking:ale & Co, Copthall av 
Fox, Avice, Stroud Green. Hornsey April 11 ggatt & Co Gray’s inn 
Feasxtis, Joax Lanz, Benson, Oxford May9 H-dges & Marshal:, Wa!lingford 
Prasxs, Marcaret, Eastbomne April 30 Rowcliffes & Co, Bedford row 
Giteget, Tuomas Devumoyp, Pall Mall April9 Cooper & Bake, Portman st, Portman sq 
Gotpsuitu, Wits, Brighton April 23 Verrall & Boriase, Brightcn 
Greesrrecp, Wittiau Lixwvonp, Forest Gate, Essex March 26 ~ Huthert & Co, Liver- 


pool st 

Hayauax, Mary Axx, Southport April8 Threlfall, Southport 

Hicetss, Mania Ameria, Norwich Mayl1 Stevens & Co, Norwich 

Hoorzr, Wiiuiam, Kicde:minst r Aprili2 Burcher & Sun, Kidderminster 

Joxzs, Josian, Trealay March 24 Morgan & Co, Pontypridd 

Ksiourt, Rosgrt, Altrinchsm, Chester May 3 Farrar & Co, Manchester 

Lewis, Owex, Wando Dale, nr Coleraine, Victoria, Australia April 6 Markby & Co, 
Coleman st 

Lowe, Asse. Leicester April1l Williams Le‘cester 

Mazgsaatt, Jous Hewsox, Gt (irimsby, Miller May 31 Debenham, (Cheapside 

Meaxzs, Grorce, M-riow, Steam Launch Builder April 15 Meakes, Dulwich 

Mupp.etos, Wiii14M, Stockton on Tees Msy2 Watson & Co, Stockton on Tees 

ee Mary Ass, Eastbourne April 16 Nicholson & Crouch, Surrey st, 


Moxrszcx, Saucer, Carshalton April13 Barfield & Barfield, Finsbury sq 

Moss, Gzoraz Jaues, Stockwell, Grocer April16 Byrne, Surrey st 

Mor, Grorce, N:w Catton, Norfolk Mayl1 Stevens & Co, Norwich 

a. Groce Ccrssert, Balham, Licensed Victualler April 20 Corsellis & Co, 


Momrorp, Eicuazp, Ickleton, nr Saffron Walden April7 Cronin & Co, Southampton st, 
Bloomsbury 


ry 
Newest, Beetua Ciara. Heaton Moor, Lanes April 23 fale & Co, Manchester 
Newsour, Rowiaxo, Hunslet, Leed+, Grocers Assistant March 31 Weddall & Elliott, 


's 
Picxtros, Davip, Warriogton, Wheelwright Arril 30 Jeans & Son, Warrington 
Potagv, Wiiiiax Hexay, Newcastle upon Tyne, Ag-nt April 19 Gibsen, Newcastle 


upon — 
Ricuarpsos. Farts Axx, Leeds May31 Wade & Co, Bradford 
Rosgrts+s, Toowas Cuanizs, Westbourn. Lincoln, Tailor Aprili Trotter, Lincoln 
Boour, Tuomas, Hackney April12 Curwen & , Grav’s inn 3] 
Bowrasp, Wiriiam Bexey Petxoiz, Brockley, Artist April13 Collis, Stoke on Trent 
Scuorie.y Ecru. Halifax April 16 Farrar, Halifax 
Saw, Gassau, Leamington April9 Wright & Co, Leamington 
Scertos, Acsrs, Cheltenham May1 Winterbotham & Co, Cheltenham 





| Suyru, Exizanets Victorta, Upper Norwood April 8 Kirby-Turner, Queen Victoria st 


Sye.crove, Joun. Kensington Palace gins April 23 B 3 & Co, Berners st 
Srare, Lieut-Col Epbwarp Henperson, Parkstone, Dorset May 5 Beavan, Lancaster pl, 


SrgaTamore anp Kincnorne, Right Hon Cuavupe, Earl of, Belgrave mans April 29 
Western & Sons, Essex st, Strand 

Taytor, Hargiet, Leicester April16 Burgess & Pike, Leicester 

THoRNTON, ManGAReT, Presron April 8 Threlf+J1, Southport 

Tomiiyson, Wittiam, Drax, Yorks, Labourer April 1 Everatt & Silvester, Goole 

TorxBuLL, Davin Maciacatan, Hammersmith April 9 Cox & Lafone, Tower Royal, 


Cannon st 
Turyer, Evitzasern, Islington April3) Wickes & Knight, Union ct, Old Broad st 
Watts, Harney, Littlehampton, Sussex April11 Holmes & Co, Littlehampton 
Watersouse, Emma, Ashton under Lyne April30 Jordan & Bowden. Manchester 
Watts, Emmecing, Strood, Kent April13 Dawes & Sons, Angel ct, Throgmorton st 
Woorton, KLIzazetu Susrneno, Ramegate April8 Boyd & Muughan, Margate 
Worstey, Jouy, Bolton April 2 Russell & Russell, Bolton 
Youna, Surgeon-Lieut-Col Percy Gorpoy Rapstock April 16 Matthews, Gray's inn 
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Atttson, Joan Aviison Zacuarian, Plaistow April25 Parker, Liverpool st 

4vvceBy, Lucy. Bournemouth April 30 Usderhill & Thorn yeroft, Wolverhampton* 

nee a Biddulph Moor, Biddulph, Staffs, Farmer May 10 Heaton & Son, 

ursiem 

Bickciey, Caar.es, Walsall, Coal Merchant Aopril12 Slater & C>, Darlaston 

Biamincuam, James, Manchester March 26 Watson & Booth, Manchester 

R.oorg, Artuur, Preston. Warehouseman April12 WR<&« & Asccoft, Presto 

Bvount. Joan Frances, Malvern Wells Aprilz3 Witham & Co. Gray’s inn sq 

Cairp, Taomas Wixson, Croydon May 1 Brombridge & Luke, E ceter 

CAMPBELL, MarGarer, Much Goole, pr Preston April2) Nicholas & Co Preston 

Cossakt Louis Jusern, Pimlico, Chef April 12 Cooper & Bake, Por'maa st, Portman sy 

Cowi1k, Francis Stewart, India April2> Guscotte & Co, E-sex st, Strand 

Davis, Maek Tuomas, Alderegate st April30 Howard & Atherton, Abchurch In 

Drarer, eee. Brigsley, Liucs, Dairy Farmer April 20 Wilkin & Chapman, Gt 
Grimsby 

Dainkwater, Davip, Whaley Bridge, Chester. Builder April 20 Johnsons, Stockport 

seme tg | Kear, Thornbury, Glos, Saddler May 1 Crossman & Co, ‘ihornbury, 

, Glos 

Ewsor, eae aaa LE Fiemixa, Rollesby,Gt Yarmouth April 22 Jones, Arundel 
st. 8 ran 

Evans, Ricuarp. Caythorpe, Lincs April 20 James & James, Ely pl, Holborn circus 

Fawcett, Tuomas, Bradford, Stonemason April5 Wright & Co, Bradford 

Sueageas, Wiuiam Livixeston, New York, Brewez April13 Burn & Berridge, Old 

road st 


Foster, JoserH, Manctester, Surgeon April15 Dowse, Manchester 
Geemay, James Nicnoison, Crewe, Tobacconist March 22 Edleston, Crewe 
Gitt, Epwarp Heissez, Ipswich April15 birkett & Co, Ipswich 
Hap.iow, Wittiam, Tottenham June 24 East, Basivghall st 
Hasmonp, Wituiam, Tunbndg Wells April 30 Wiles, Norwich 
Hawarp, Ame.ia, Heigham, Norwich May10 Stevens & Co, Norwich 
Houvayp, a Wi.mor, East Grinstead, Poultry Farmer April18 Beachcroft & Co, 
e0) ‘3 
Hossey, Emity, Sandhust Park, Tnnbridg2 Wells May 4 Wannop, Chichester 
James, Anne, Cardiff April 18 Pocock, Cardiff 
Jous, Witi1AM, Whitchurch, Glam April 20 Morgan & Co, Cardiff 
Jones, Marcaret Grace, Glan Conway, Denbigh April 3) Dent & Adams, Wolver- 
mpton 
Kerroor, Atraep Atay, Southport, Accountant i 16 Gilroy & Speakman, Leigh 
Mavcceverer, Col aes Buxsvry, Adam st, Strand March 29 Hird & Thatcher, 
st, Stran 
Meavow, Feeperick. Margate Aprill4 Nash & Co, Queen st, Cheapside 
Neems, Aww Maria, Acton Apr!12 Brown, Lincoln’s ina fields 
Pumey, Saran, Bradford st, rr Reading April 21 Brown, Lincoln's inn fields 
Rocers, Rev Ricuagp, Lowick, nr Ulverston March 31 Martin & Atkinson, Uiverstcn 
Sanverson, Eviey, Thornhill Lees, nr Dewsbury April7 Green, Wakefield 
Sanpwitu, Col Jonn Wit.iam FLemixe, Helmsley Stoughton, Surrey April 30 Capron & 
rkes, Guildfo: 
Scort, Roper, Denzell, Bowdon, Chester April 23 Lee & Co, Manchester 
Ser, Cuzistoru«s. Tivetshall 8t Mary, Norfolk, Farm*- April 11 Clowes, Attleborough 
Simursoys, Gzoncz, New Brighton, Chester April30 1 '« ons & Co, Liverpool 
Sruseines, Georce, Worksop, Notts April 30 Marris .: Marris, Worksop 
Tusesu, Aprauam. Moorhead, ~hipley, Yorks April12 Samuel & Co, Bra*ford 
Tverre. Tuomas, Banbury, Oxford, Herring Curer April 21 Faiifax, Banbury 
Weee Cuarres, Totterdown, Bristol April 30 Parry, Bristol 
Wuiruir, Wittiam, Southport April 23 Williams, Southport 








Feb 25 Ord March 9 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
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RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Batoes, Jaurs, st, Deeeemsaker High Court Pet 
Mach 9 Ord March 8 


Bincu, Faasx, Manchester. Grey Cloth Merchant Ma:n- 
chevter Pe Marech9 Ord March 9 
Bosszy.Joux Feevesicx, Lincoln's inn ficlds, Solicitor March7 Ord March7 


rd March 8 
Hyverr, Feask. Monmouth, 
Pet March 7 Ord March 
Ivcerxoitt, Hesey, Ilkley 
Mare 8 


High Court Pes Feb Ord March 6 
Newport Pet March 6 Ord March 8 


Lockey, 
.W, Maitland 
Gua ae, Wades ige ri, Tailor High 
. Jase, cuige ra, Tailor High Court Ord ch § 
De Te as famen Sate agen | MASEL atts 
avins, Wittisn, Featon, Fruit Saleeman upon 
Trent, Pet March 8 Ora March nahi 
Bases, hore, J: ~ mma Carpenter Ipswich Pet Feb 25 Ord March 7 
ae a § seeete, Detky, Relies Sheffield Pet March 
Evawa, Rare, Oowlais, Vitter Merthyr Tydfil Vet March Ord Marck 
2 Gnd March 9 y Jan Ord March 6 


Jovoz, Atsert Jousx, Stone, nr Dartford Rochester Pet | 


‘ : Lewis, Waurex Axozio, Postlottyn, Glam. Confectioner | 

Boece, Roerer Besv, Batt Cowes,I of W, Lngine Driver Merthyr Tydfil Pet March7 Ord March 7 
f ‘ ees Pauwany, Wrabness, Essex Colchester | 

vi las, Kenti-h Town High Court Pet Marhs Ord March8 

Martesors, Hesny, Strood, Grocer Rochester Pet March 


Mastix, Witttam, Parcs hill, Whitwick, Leicester, Draper 
Barton on Trent Pet March Ord March s 
May, Marcus, Relvedere, Erith, Kent KBochester Pet Batoex, James, Regent st, Dresemeker Mar 24 at 12 


Mesniwcx, Cusnces Vagios, Burrington, Somerset, Printer | Bare, Isaac, 
Ma Wells Pet Feb 2 Ord March 7 
a Newros, Avvarn, St Neots, Hunts, Brewer Bford Pet Ber. Ricnanp a 


| Hopsox, Camenert, Harrogate, Horse Dealer York Pet ; Smira, Rorvexr, Misterton, Notts, Farmer Lincoln Pet 
March 7 ch 7 


Ord Mar 


Ho.tpway, Taomas James, Norton St Philip, Somerset, | Sairu, Witttam, Walsall, Saddier Walsall Pet March | 
Farmer Frome Pet March9 Ord March 9 | Ord March 4 

Hockceveipce, Feasx Bristol, Cycle Agent Bristol Pet | Sroonen, Basix, Chesterfield, Plumber Chesterfield Pet 
March8 O March 


rch 9 Ord March 


Fishmonger Newport, Mon | Tuomrsox. Groroe, Ferrybridge, Yorks, Hairdresser 


Wakefield Pet March? Ord March 7 


‘ i 
Leeds Pet March 8 Ord | Tyiea, Eowaev Avseet, Heeley Shellield Pet March 8 
March 8 


Witkins, Joun, Woodville, Leicester, larmer’s Waggone 
Buwtonon Trent Pet March7 Ord March 7 

Wititams, Feanx Huson, West Kirby, Cheshire, Build c 
Birkenhead Pet Feb 2) Ord March 9 

Woootann, Watvcace Coarces., ant Evexezen Mortioc: 
Wellingborough, Builders Northampion Pet March 
Ord March 8 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Walsall, Bridle Catter Mar 2tat103) O* 
Rec, Wolverham 
Wiunusam Mauer, Prescot. Lanes, 
Builders Mar 21 at 230 Off Rec, 45, Victoria »., 


Fiesoss, Azrace Bares, Laton, General Dealer Luton 
Pe March 7 Ord March 7 
Gatsowar, Waser Avszs. Willoughby Rectory, or 
Leicester Pet Veb 16 Ord 
March 7 


Castves, Vervenice Hoxers:1, Halifax, Toilor Halifax 
Pett March 6 Onl March 
, Sameer Tuomas, Vitord, Vesex, Clerk Che'matord 
Pe Marché Ord March 4 
ows uses, Gacoce, Bath, Deiryman Esth PA March 7 


7 
—- and Lewis Devine, Dimas, Glam, Wheel- 
Pomtyyri44 Pet March 7 Ord March 7 


Owns, Eow anv Tuonss, Colwyn Bav, Denbigh, lronmonger 
Bangor Pet March5 Ord March 5 

Panxen, Jonx, Hastings, Builder Hastings Pet Feb 2% 
Ord March 6 

Panxes, Hasty, Cowes, I of W, Jeweller Newport Pet 
March 4 Ord March 6 


Peemctvar, Caseres Ivony Lerrox, Hulms, Manchester. 
Fruit Preserver theater Pet Feb 22 Ord March® 

Reavy, Jous, Haswell, Durham, Draper Sunderland Pet 
Fh @ Ord MarchO 

Roeiwnsos, Acweert Wissau, Colchester, Tailor Colchester 
Pat Merch 9 Ord March? 


Bu rere, Wissen Janes, Ipswich, Lasurance Agect Ipewich 
Pt March 7 Ord March7 “4 | 


Liverpool 
Biacu, Faanx, Manchester, Grey Cloth Merchant Mar »\ 
at’ Off Iiec, Byrom at, Manchester 
| Buxer, Joux, Old Hill, Staffs, Grocer Mar 19 at li Of 
Rec, 1%, Wolverhampton st, Dadley 
Bouwey, Jonw Fuszvenicx, Lincoln's inn flelds, Solicitor 
Mar 2 at11 Bankruptey bldgs, Oarey at 
4008, Henvewt, Richmond, Surrey March 21 at 11.80 “1, 
| Ratiway app, London Bridge 
Beaviey, Wissan, Likeston, Derby Bricklayer Mar 19 
at 11.80 Off Ree, 47, Full #t, Derby 
Bounxy, Ronear Kenn, Kast Cowen, I of W, Engine Driver 
More 21 at 12.40 Off Rec, 19, Quay at, Newport, 
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March 21 at 11.30 45, Co 


Worcester 

Caame, W, Kentish Town, Feuiterer March 22 at 1 
Ban’ ru] ptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Ciewss, esos Taomuas, Wolverhamp‘on, Incorporatei 
Accountant March 21 at 1130 Of Rec, olver- | 


ham 
CowLry.  ALraED, Higher Tranmere, Chester, Tailor 
March 22 at 12 Off Rec, 35. Victoria st, Liverp ol 


Aynsiz, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Riding School 
CAMERON, ? st 


Craps, JANE, ‘Westminster we an Ta lor March 21. 


at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 
Cu me | Magia, Wymondham, " Wortoli, Harness Miker 
March 19 at1 Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwich 
Dawsox, CHARLES Arruur, ‘Norqich, Fancy Toy Dealer 
rch 21 at 12.32 Of Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Daarer, Anruur, jun, I swich, Carpenter March 23 at 
10. 


.30 36, Princes st, |g 
Pauax, Josnea, Aberti Mon March 21 at3 135, 
High st. Merthyr Tydfil» 


PENNELL, Tuomas Cares, Margate, General Dealer 
March 24 at 9.39 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Caaterbury 

Freup Atrrep Jouy, Cheltenham, Surgeon Chiroypod ‘st 

March 19 at 4 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

Fietcars. Frepericx James, Wylde Green, Sutton C 'd- 
field, Warwick, Physician March 21 at 11 174, Cor- 
poration st, Rirmingham 

Francis, Jonw WILLIAM, Bardfield Saling, Essex, Mille: 
March 22 at12 Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Git, | Eowis Rosert, Bristol March 23 at 11.3) Oj Re», 

26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

dictven Josera Taomas Ery Est, Edale, Derby M «rch 23 
at il Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market 1, Stock p ort 

Grayoon, Farpeeick Horsract, Halifax, vel Pad Minn 
acturer March 23 at3 Off Rec, ‘Towa Hall chabes, 
Halifax 

Hammosps, Caarves, Trealaw, Glam, Colliery R-pairer 
March 22 at12 135. High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Hartury, Wittram Henry. Derby Traveller ia Sp‘rits 
March 19 at 11 Off Ree, 47, Full st. Derby 

Hiatroy, Joan Gvopmay, Richmond, Surrey, Coachhuilder 
March 21 at 12.30 24, Railway app. London Bridg; 

Haztewoop, Hagry, Wolverhampton, Confectionzr March 
2tatil Off R-c, Wo'verhamp‘on 

Hespersos, James Heney, Bishop Auckland, Confectione - 
March 2iat3 Of Rec, 25, Jobn st, Suaderlant 

Hu . = Benwell, Northumberland, Draper March 19 at 

Of Rec, 80, Moseley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

icin, om BELL, Ha te, Horse 
2.30 Off Rec, The Red H suse, Dancombe pl, York 

Hoop, ee, and James Kay, Leicester, Engineers 
March 21 at 12 Pod Re:. 1, Berridge st Leicester 

Ickeinctut, Heney, ae, Yorks March 21 at 11 Of Rec, 
24, Park row, Leed 

Jenkins, WILLIAM ll Swansea, Shipbroker 
z2at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Games, Aubert Jonny. Stone, nr Dartford, Overseer Murch 

28'at 11,30 115, High st, Rochester 

Kine, Jamas, Ulverston, Innkeeper March 25 at 11.15 
Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

MARTINDALE, BENJAMIN, Ulverston, Grocer March 25 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

May, Marcus, Belvedere, Edith, Kent Marchi 28 at 12 30 
115 Hi h st, Rochester 

Merrick, Caaries Variox, Burrington, Somerze‘, Printer 
March 23 at 12 Off Reo, 26, Baldwin st. Bristol 

Moopy, Frepertck Grorar, Gt Grimsby, Milk Dealer 
March 19 at 11 Off Reo, b, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Nagecxor, Hyman, Wi alworth rd, Draper "March 23 a; 12 
Bankruptcv b! blags, Carey st 

Parkes, al Gone, I of W, Jeweller March 21 at 12 
Off Ree, 19, Quav st, Newport, lof W 

Powe.., Wituiam, 8t Helens, Lancs, Builder March 21 at 
12 Off Ree, 85, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Paitrcnarp, Eowiw Janes, Wolverhampton, Timber Mer- 
chant ‘March 21 at 12° Off Rec, Wolverhamptoa 

Poti, ALeeat James. Bristol, Chair Maker 
ll Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Snares, Wi LIAM Janes, I —_ ’ pene Agent March 
2Wat2 36, Princes st, Toowi 


Ma‘ch 


wes, : Rowunr, Misterton, Notts, aoe March 21 at 12 | 


| 
Hairdresser | 
| March 9 Ord March 9 
| 


ff Rec, 31, Silver st. Lincoln 
Ferrybridge, Rg 


Gor 8, 
Bond 


March 2t at 


i, 


11 Off Ree, % Wi 
Verpoy, Prrea, Wavertree, Li a | Cattle . 


Qiat2 Of Reo, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Witkins, Joan, Woodville, Leicester, 
at 12’ Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


Dealer March 24 at | 
| Jupp, Aetuve VALEstixe, Tei 
Dealer 


Baeker, porate. Wicker, Sheffield Sheffield Pet Feb 2 
Ord March 9 


Bcoor, Wattes, Feepertck Hexey Buoor, Tag oo Bioor, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ms Davin Reape Boor, Watere: 
ie Fook Manufacturers Ma>clesi: Pet Jan 15 

Ont March 
Buexe, Roseet - East Cowes. I of W. waaiee Driver 
Newport and Ryd Pet March8 Ord Mu | 
Caawsaaw, Taomas, — Coal Merchant Blackburn | 

Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 29 

Davies, Wiiir1am, Fenton, Frait or Stoke upon 

Trent P. 





et March 8 Ord March 


Devirx, Artaur Epwaep, Theydoe Bois, Essex, Clerk | 
Edmoatoa Pet Feb 18 Ori Marh8 
San, Fe. > a Derby, Builder Sheifictd Pet March7 


Evans, Rees, Dowlais, Fitter Merthyr Tydfil Pet March 9 
Ord March 9 


Gitu, Feepeaicx, Wool Renee, Glos, Farmer Chelten- 
ham Pet Jan26 Ord March 


Goopretiow, Faanxcis WIturAM, Kettering. Sone, { 
Merchan 


Leather t Northampton Pet Dec 5 
March 3 
Gravoos, Farpeerick Moneeaa .y Halifax, Tailor Halifax 
et March 5 Ord Marc! 


Gerex, Samvuet Taomas, lifced, Clerk Ch:lmsford Pet 
March 8 


March 8 Ord 
Gwittim, Gzorce, Bath, Dairyman Bath Pet Mitch 7 
Ord March 7 


Havarp, Tuomas, Naatyglo, Mon, Mineral by Mina- 
facturer Tredegar Pet Feb 22 Ord March 

Heatn, Jounx, and Lewis Davies, Dinas, Glen, aaa 
wrights Pontypridd Pet March 7 Ord Mare 

Hoioway, Tuomas James, Norton St ee Crass: 
Farmer Frome Pet March9 Ord Mirch 

Hooeet, Witu1am, Crick'ewood, Builder High toes Pet 
Nov 24 Ord March 9 


Hoceraseman, Fi RANK, Bristol,Cycle Agent Bristol Pet | 
M March 8 | 


Hontee, Witutam ened Wertiems, igneeier Barnet 
Pet Feb 29 Ord March 5 

Hyert, Fraxk, Monnvwth Fisimonger Newport, Mon 
Pe‘ Mirch 7 Ocd Mirch 7 


Icxertvaitt, Henry, likey, Yorks Leeds Pet Murch 8 | 
Ord March 8 | Cross, 


Itpeeton, Toomas Grorae, “ullersoats ree, 
Newoastle on Tyne Pet Jani3 O. 
on 85 ohn. Norfolk, 


rringt 
King’s Lynn Pet #eb3 Ord M 
Juoce, ALBERT 
seer Rochester 
Lewis, Joan nen, Be hordy, mr Rane 
Brecon, Tredesar Pet Feb 22 
Ord March 8 
Lewis, Warren Anceto, ‘rast Glam, Confectivaer 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet March7 Ord March 7 
Lovaee, Rriowarp Parnasy, eatnan, Essex Colchester 
Pet March8 Ord 


March 
Mar ane Heway, Strood, Kent, Grocer Rochester Pet 
March 9 Ord March 9 
Martin, Witt, Pares Hill, Whitwick, Draper 





arch 23 at 


Waggoner March 19 | 


| SHaRPR, Wiiuiam James, 
March 


° 4 on — ~~ —_ a Ord March 7 
wes, EowarD Taomas, Colwyn Bay, Genome angor 
Pet March 5 Ord March 6 
i > Henry, on I W, Jeweller Newport and Ryde 
et March 8 d March 8 


Ric ha eos Weiccome, Enrdi " Weew ck, 
Fraiterer Birminghsm Pet Feb 23 March 
Rosinsox, Acpert WILLIAM, : cme Tailor Calchester 
Pet March 9 Ord re 
Suarp, Henry, Delahay st +7 ee, Eagineer High 
“Ds Sn, Tasu ance 


Court Pet Oct 28 O 
Agen! 
pswich Pet 7 Ord March 7 
Suita, Rorert, Mistertov, Notts, Farmer Linsola Pt 
March7 Ord March 7 
Svrtn, Wruisam, Walsall, Saddler Walsall Pet Maur h 4 
Ord March 4 
Sricer, Heasert, Victoria st, Westminster High Court 
Pet Jan 18 Ori March 9 
Seoover, Basin, 1 1 Plumber Chesterfield Pet 
Taeqeess, Georer, Ferryb a, Yorks, Hainiresser 
‘aketle'd March 7 


Pet "March 7 oO ‘ 
Tuner Davip, ren General Dealer Liverpool 


Feb 12 Ord 


| ane Eowrs, — ae Ageat 


ouN, Stone, nr Dartford, Assistant Over- . 
Pet March 7 Ord March 7 


Tyee, Eowarp Aveeer, Heeley, Sheffield Sheffield Pet 
March 8 Ord ge 
page = Henry, Maida Vale, eee Agent High 


Pet Jan 1 Ord March 
ote % Osiliery Farnisher Leads 
Wuirrsey, Joux, Walsall, Draper Walsall Pet March 2 
Ord March 


Wikis, — Woodville, Leicester, Waggoner Burton 
on Trent Pet March 7 Ord March7 

Wooptanp, Wa scm aaeves. and Eserwezer Mortiock, 
We uiliers Northampton Pet March 5 
Ord March 8 


Weicut, Gsorce Boss, Sheffield, Clothier Sheiti-d 
Pet Jan29 Ord M 
Amended notice ance for that published in 
the London Gazette of Jan 22: 
Wootner, Heaney James, Tottenham, Cabinet Maker 
Edmonton Pet Jan 16° Ord Jan 19 


een ANNULLED amt » RECEIVING 
RDER RESCIND 


Baraow, oe. Wattox, Blewbury, ar Didcot, Berks 
igh Court Res Ord Feb it, i madjua March 1, 
1897 Rese and annul Mar hs 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, March 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baut, Caarces, St Leonard's oa Sea, C.vil Eagiacer 
astings Pet Jan -6 Ocd March 1) 
Baxsse, Evenezen, Brmiaghim, Fiae y D:aler Bir- 


mingham Pet Mareh 11 Ord March 

Barsac same Aveset, Wyke ur Bradtorl, Minee 

Pet March t2 Ord March 1 
ee Aetuce Joux, Bour h, "Vet Surg Poole 
Pet March 11 Ocd Wareh 11 

Boyce, Jous, Escleshill, nr Darwen, Reae, Farm:r 
Biackbura Pet March t1 Ocd March 1 

Baows, Samvet, Harrogate York Pe: March 12 Onl 
March 12 


Cardiff Pa 
rch 9 Ord Mar 


Cyoorea, Hersear — Gavant, Hants, Sadler Ports 
mouth Pet March9 Ord March 9 
Wittiam Geores, Beccles, Saffolk, Tailor Gt 
Yarmoath Pet Maren 11 Ord March 11 
Ecuior, Ausrat James, Rugby, St memasoa 
Pet March 10 Ord March 10 
Ev ans, saesemes James, and , Josapa Brrrogs- 
Baca, Fenchu Court Pet Feb 2) i 
Mash 18 
Harais, Taowas Hewry, West Hamosteal, Engineer H ¢i 
Court Pet Feb 26 oa G8 S 
Hasta, Eowarp, Dalstm In High Coart Pet Feb 1 
Ord March 11 
James, Manchester, Commercial Traveller 
L - ‘Brigh 05 11 Ord Mareh 11 
Aker, WILLIAM, 01, Grocer Brighon Pet Mar.h 
L il y * Marh 1 . 
EDGER, GeuRGE, me ury, Greeagrocer D:wsbury Pet 
March 10 Ord March 10 
Gearwithy, Hereford, Miller's 
Pet March if Ocd March Lt 
Mitragp, Masgraa Atics, Glam, Furnisher 
Facnisher Cardiff Pet Jan 26 8 
Engi Ys 


Mvuatey, Percr Jam Leeds, Electrical 
Ma: arch 11 Ord Marsh 1 
Cal Merchant 


Bal- 





Coventrs 


JacCKsoy, 

Mane! 

Looxe, Jossea Gi.eser, 
Hereford 


Neavs, 
Pet 


Ocorietp, Joux, Gate, Law Student 
at ena aa ~ 
Bradford, Coal Merchaast's 


Pickers, Farp, Manaingha: 
Bradford Pet March 12 Ord Marea 12 


Pitt, Taomas, Walk Mill, Eooleshall, Staffs, Miller sStaf- 
ford Pet'March ly Ord March 10 
Pater, —y * gases, Deena. Aldwick., cane. House 


Roies, Wituau Comuer, and Hexay Roues, Romsey, 
Builders Southampton Pet March 10 Oni _o-- 


Rooms, Taomas Wiiwian, ——, = 
an aon ae acturer Sh -fi yy Od 








NATIONAL DISCOUNT COMPANY, LIMITED, 


Teirararnic Appress— 


NATDIS, LONDON. 


Subscribed Capital, £4,233,325. 


LAWRESOR EDLMANN CHALMERS, Esq. 
LUL FOWLER, 
FREDERICK WILLIAM GREEN, Esq. 


Manager: PHILIP HAROLD WADE. Secretary 
JOSEPH GURNEY FOWLER, Baq. (Mossrs. Price, Waterhouse, & Oo.); FRANCIS WiLLIAM PLXLEY, Esq. (Messrs, Jackson, Pixley, Browning, & Oo). 


Auditors: 


DIRECTORS. 
EDMUND THEODORE DOXAT, Esq., Chairman. 
WALTER MURRAY GUTARIE, Esq., M.P. 
SIGISMUND F&RDINAND MENDL, Esq. 


Sub-Manager: WATKIN W, WILLIAMS. 


S35, CORN HILL, LONDON, “< Cc. 
__ Paid. up Capital, £846,665. 


Te.xrnoxe— 


No, 1419 AVENUE. 


Reserve Fund, £400,000. 


JOHN FRANCIS OGILVY, 

CHARLES DAVID SELIGMA , Bs. 

WILLIAM JAMBS THUMPSON, By. 
: CHARLES WOOLLEY. 


Bankers: BANK OF ENGLAND; THE UNION OF LONDON AND SMITH'S BANK, LIMITED, 


Spevoves Mercantile Bills Discounted. Loans granted upon Negotiable Securi 
received on Deposit, = Call and Short 


one 

Lon eriods upon alos 
Eeedetieente or ales a a 

Communications on this 
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otice, at the Current Market 


descri 4+ onal of British and Foreign Securities effected. 
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Scunasex, Louis, Croydon, Surrey, Jeweller Croydon Pet 
Feb 24 Ord March 8 

Suits, Epwarp, Bromsgrove, Ma 7 Farmer Wor- 
cester Pet March 2 Ord March 

Surrn, Freperic Uspzrwoop, coma st, ee 
Agent High Court Pet March10 Ord March 1 

Srewart, Cuarves. Builth Wells, Brecon, Watchmaker 
Newtown Pet March 11 Ord March 11 


Combers Bradford Pet March12 Ord March 12 

Tay or, WILLIAM Hevey, Nelson, Lancs, oe Agent 
Burnley Pet March 12 Ord March 1 

Taravit, Bexsamiy, Kentish Town, Pests Merchant High 
Court Pet-March 11 Ord March 11 


Wasutscton, Taomas, Hove, Sussex, Contractor Brighton 
Pet March 1 


2 Ord March 12 
Wairtetey, Jonxs, Bolton, a of Music Bolton 
Pet March 11 Ord March 1 


Wiis, Davin ene, Flint, Builder Chester Pet 
March 11 Ord March’1 

Wiiuams, Jouy Grorce, "Carlisle, Hairdresser Carlisle 
Pet March 11 Ord March 11 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Autres, James, Pembroke Dock, Builder March30 at 12.15 
Hall, Pembroke Dock 
Batpwis, = EL, Thurlby, Lincoln, Farmer March 25 at 
12.15 The Angel Hotel, Bourne 
Batt, Mat, St Leonards, Engineer March 23 at 12 


Travin, Bexsamix, Highgate rd, Kentish Town, General 
Merchant March 24 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs Carey st 

Tunsen, Daxter, Wednesbury, Staffs, Timber Merchant 
March 24 at 11.30 Off Ree, ‘Wolverhampton 

Wass, Axsiz, Liverpool, Milliner March 23 at12 Off 

Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Wooptasp, Watiace Caarurs, and Esreyezer Morr- 
LOCK, Wellingborough, Builder March 25 at12 Off 
Ree, Bridge st, Northampton 

Wrart, Henny Eartry, Darlington, Innkeeper March 30 
at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbroug’ 


Amended notice substituted for that + en in 
the London Gazette of March 8: 


Ricwarps, Sipxey Jony, Swansea, Ironmonger March 23 
at1l2z Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avery, H C (Male), Queen Victoria st, Commission Agent 
High Court Pet Jan7 Ord March 7 

Batt, Crarzes, St Leonard’s on Sea, Sussex, Civil Engineer 
Hastin Pet Jan 26 Ord March 12 

Basraciovucn, Atbert, Wyke. or Bradford, Miner Brad- 
ford Pet March 12 Ord Mirch 1 

Borie, Jony. Robin Barn Farm, Eeclesbill, nr Darwen 
Lancs, aod Blackburn Pet March 11 Ord 
March 1 

Brows, Siac EL, Harrogate York Pet March 12 Ord 
Marc 





County Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Bargaciovucs, ALBERT, Wrke, nr Bradfo d, Miner March 
25 at 3.30 Off Rec. 29, "Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Barrett, Winuiam Kearury, Winterborne St Martin, | 

rset, Yeoman March 23 at 1245 Off Rec, City | 

ebmbrsa. Eodless +t, Salisbury 

Byrrietp, Jony, Sparkbrook. Birmingham, Commi: ssion 
Agent March 23 at 11 174, Corporation st, Birming- | 


| 
ae Artavr. Haverhill, Suffo'k. Upholstzrer March | 
at 11.30 Town Hall. Hav rhill 
onic ee, Hernert Harry, Havant, Hants Saddler March | 
24at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Porte- | 


mouth 

Deexey, Axwiz, Wolverhampton 

Ree, Wolverhampton 

Exurorr, ALBERT JAMES, ——, Stonemason March 23 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st. Coventry 

Evaws, Faspenicx James, and Fraxcis Joserh Brrrcen- | 
Baca, Fenchurch st, Licensed Victua'ler March 25 at 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Fiemost, Anrave Bares, Laton, General Dealer March | 
Matil Court house, "Luton 

Gatioway, Euity Acyes, Willoughby Rectory, nr Latter- 
worth March 25 at 230 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st H 


; Milliner March 24at 11 | 


Leicester 
Grecory. James Wit.ian, jun, Gt Grimsby March 23 at | 
‘ ll ny ime 15, > Osteene st, Gt Grimsby 
WILLIM. Gzorcr, Bat Dairyman March 23 at 12.15 | 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin 'st, Bristol 


— ee Cricklewood, Builder March 28 at 11 | 
4, Carey st 
me | pt Bristo), Cycle Agent March 23 
3 at WH, Off Ree, 26, Baldwin et Bristol 
OSES, Lambeth r ailder March 25 a5 2.30 Off | 
Bankruptcy bldge, Carey st 
Laker, Wiiuiam, Brighton, Grocer March 24 at 10 Off | 
Ree, 4, Pavilion b gs, Brighton 
Lepore, Grorc wimg! Greengrocer March 23 at 10.30 | 
me, - | Ree, hmbs, Corporation st Dewsbury 
2, Exxzst pene 4, Tiimeon Cobiery, Darham, Builder | 
— at3 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 
Lockey, Ricuarp Parsazy, Wrabness, Essex. Retired | 
Poor Law March 25 at 2.30 Cups Hotel, Col- | 


chester 
Louxey, Ceci AtcErxox. Gt Portland st, Solicitor Ma 
2% at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey ‘y ” 
Maca, Eexest, Stalybridge, Lance, Licensed Victuall 
March 23 at 230 Off Bec. Byrom st, Manchester” 
es Hesey, Fg Kent, Grocer March 28 at 12 
Means, Bewraate Trealaw, Glam, Furniture Dealer Marc 
wee 2, 185, High st, > Merthyr Tyadi os m 
veLey, Peracy Jaues. Leeds, Electrical Enginee 
Manager March 2% at 11 Off Bec, 22, a og 


| 


| 
| 
| 


Ovesmat, Paepeaicx Wittiam, King’s Heath, Worcester, | 
Commercial veller March 25 at 11 175, Corpora- 
tion st, Birmingham 


Owns, Tow Coxsze, Stratford, Costume Manu } 
March 23 at 11 Bankruptcy ’ bidgs, Carey # seu 
Pazxee, Joux, Hastings, Builder March 2 at 1 
Cc Court 2%, Cambridge rd, Hastings ees 
PercirvaL, Caagies Ivory Lettor, Hulme, Genchester, 
Fruit Preserver March Yat 2.4) Off Ree, Byro tn st, 


Picxizes, Fezp, spingainghen, Bra@ford, Coal Merchant's 
Bats Off Ree, 29, Tyrrel st, 


Br. 
Paice, Davin Aztuve; Huxter, Aldwick, Sussex, House | 
sc March 2601 10.45 Of Bec 4 'Porlins Coen | 


AMCEL, Southport, Hotel Propaiet ¥ 
at 2 "Ofte, 85, Vicor, el 
Bicwas Ds, Est ELCOME, m, Warwick, 
Fruiterer wat 174, tom, Wer a, 


Ricuazps, _~4 Poviete, Collier March 2 at 12 125; | 


Rorrmsos, RT Se he, One Colchester, Tailor c 
ty 7 So Sas, Ca rane 
EVERIC caeen ~ et st, Manufacturers’ 
Maret. 2 at 12 Eeatorate bila , Carey xt 
Braries, Hexeret, jun, W b Merchant March 2 | 
atliw Off Kec, gg ook "Oe Grimsby 
T Bishop Auckland, Miner March 
iderland 





, Tuomas, Tor-ate 
Bat 22 Off Ree, oe, te John st, Bux 
Tuonss Hewny, , Chemist c 
a2 174, Comporetion t, ghem Mans ad 





Brryskiut, Jouy, 4 Iron Merchant Liverpool 
Pet Jan13 Ord March 1 

| Buck, Henry A, Seaglcbece sé High Court Pet De: 3 
Ord March 8 

Cameroyx, Anniz, Gt Malvern, Worcester, me | School 
Mistress Worcester Pet Feb 24 Ord March 7 

| Case, Epwiy, Cardiff, Insurance Agent Cardiff Pet 
March 9 Ord March 9 

Ciewes, Wituram Toomas, Wolverhampton, Incorporated 
Accountant Wolverhampton Pet Feb 3 Ord March 11 

Cotuis, Ricnarp, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Feb 18 Ord 
March 9 

| Cooper, Hersert Harry, Havant, aoa, Saddler Ports- 
mouth Pet March9 Ord March 9 

| Conrin, Hersrrt Wiziiam, and Water Corry, Faza- 
kerley, Bu'‘lders Liverpool Pet Feb10 Ord March 11 

| Cross, Witt1am Groaor, Beccles, — Tailor Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet Marchli Ord March 1 


Davis, Hrmays Anprape, Mandeville “4 High Court Pet 
Dee 14 Ord March 8 

| Evuiorr, Atsert James, Rugby, ee Stor emason 
Coventry Pet March 10 Ord March 1 

Fixcuau erat Pentonville rd High Court Pet Feb 12 

rch 10 

Fizemons, Arraur Bates, Luton, General Dealer Luton 
Pet March7 Ord March 10 

Fryer, Joun James, Belvedere, Erith, Kent Rochester 
Pet Feb 25 Ord March 9 


| Hartey, James, Liverpool, Provision Meichant Liverpool 


Pet Jan 13 Ord March 10 
Hopsox, CAMPRELL, ip Tenengete, Horse Dealer York Pxt 
Feb 26 Ord Marc 
Hoop, ALFRED, sen, Gravelly Hill, Birmingham, Brewer 
Birmingham Pet Jan21 Ord March 10 
| JACKson, James, Manchester. oe Traveller Man- 
r Pet Marchi11 Ord March 
| Jewett, H W, North Walls Winchester, Engineer Win- 
chester Pet Feb17 Ord March 1 
Kittoy, Jons Epwaerp, Barking. Bae, Timber Merchant 
Chelmsford Pet Oct 27 Ord Mare 
Laker, WILLIAM, — Grocer Brighton Pet March 
11 Ord March 1 
| Laxcuore, Ww Som st, Sapte, Solicitor High 
Ee Court Pet Des} Ord March 9 » Pet 
EDGER, Grorce, Dewsbury, Greengrocer ws e 
March 10 Ord March 10 ” = i 
| Locks, JossrnH_ GtLeert, Hoarwithey, Hereford, Miller’s 
er Hereford ‘Pet March 11 Ord March 11 
Moopy, Apert, Burdett rd, Bow, Insurance Superinten- 
dent Pet Jan2l1 Ord March 10 
Mvr.iey, Percy James, Ag Electrical Engineers 
Manager Leeds Pet March 1t Ord March 11 
Neovs, Witttam, Ware, Herts, Coal Merchant Hertford 
Pet March 9 Ord March 9 
| Nicno.sox, Tuomas Atrrep. Castle st, Oxford st, Manu- 
facturing Upholsterer High Court Pet Feb 26 Ord 


| Noox, Frasx Seymour, Knowle, Warwick, aaa Farmer 
Birmingham Pet March5 Ord March 1 


Pencivar, Cuances Ivory Lertrtox, orate Manchester, 
_ Preserver Manchester Pet Feb 22 Ord Match 


| Px —- Frep, Manningham, Coal saat s Manager 


radford Pet Marh 12 ‘Ord March 1 
| Prrr, Tuomas, Eccleshall, Staffs, Miller * stafford Pet 
March 10 O1d March 10 


Price, Daviy Artave Buster, Aldwick, Sussex 
House Agent Brighton Pet March 10 Ord March 11° 

| Bepreew. Samvet, Southport, —— Keeper Liverpool 
Pet March 11 Ord March 1 

Ricnarp, CHARes, Brownhills Staffs, Grocer Walsall 
Pet March 7 Ord March 

| Bre HARDS, Sipszy Jonx, a I g 8 

P eee Ord patch 12 wi » 

ERRDYA, Moses, te et thout High Court 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Maar to . 

| Burrs, ox gzic Unperwoon, Cannon st, Manufacturer's 
Agent High Court Pet March 10 Ord March 10 





| Storr, Tuomas, Toronto, nr Bishop Auk'and, Durham, 


Coal Miner Durham Vet March5 Ord March 10 

| Burcuvre, Jonx, Dearaley, Littleborough, Lancs, Cotton 
Manu!: ucturer Rochdale Pet Feb12 Ord March 10 

| Tavton, Janes, Comyerive Tavvon, and Emaxven. Tavror, 
Bradfond, Commission Wool Combers Bradford Pet 
March 12 Ord March 12 

Ta "ee Witiursm Hexny, Nelson, Lance, Commission 

Agmt Burni.y Pe March 12 Ord Mar.h 12 





Warretey, Jonn, Bolton Bolton Pet March 11 Oni 
March’11 


Wituiams, Davin, Sure, Flint, Builder Chester Pet 
Mareh 11 Ord March 11 

Wituiams, Joun Gzoraz, Carlisle, Hairdresser Carlisle 
Pet March 11 Ord March 11 








Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLicirrors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WERKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 28s, 








Qourew ARK and VAUXHALL WATER 
COMPANY, 


SALE BY TENDER OF THREE PER CENT. 
DEBENTURE STOCK. 

Notice 1s Heresy Given that it is the intention of the 
Directors of the Southwark and Vauxhall Water Company 
to SELL by TENDER, to be — at the Company’s 
Office, Southwark Bridge-road not later than 
TWELVE o’clock (noon), on TUESDAY. MARCH 22nd, 
1904, such amounts of the Company’s Debenture Btock “ B” 
and Intercommunication Debenture Stock as will produce 
— ey and £85,000 respectively. 

he Stocks now for Sale are part of the Capital authorized 
Me and to be issued under the provisions of, the Southwark 
and Vauxhall Water Pages 1898, and the Metropolis Water 
Act, 1899, and will be ntitled from March 3ist, ans, to 
interest at the rate of £3 per cent. per annum ; they will 
known as Debenture Stock “B” and Tatercommuniestion 
Debenture Stock respectively, and may be redeemed at par 
at any time after the expiration of twenty-five years from 
the date of issue, subject to six months’ previous notice of 
the intention to redeem. y will rank for interest pari 
assu with the other Debenture Stock of the Company, but 
fore the Ordinary and Preference Stock and Share Capital. 

Ono the transfer of the Water Companies to the Metro- 
politan Water Board, these Debenture Stocks will have the 
advantage of the additional security provided by Section 15 
of the Metropolis Water Act, 1902. 

The Stock is a lawful investment for Trustees. For 
ape poe forms, and conditions of tender apply at the 
Office of the Company, Southwark Bridge-road, 8,E. 

By Order of the Board of Directors, 
MONTAGUE WATTS, Secretary, 
Southwark B nsee g* -road, London, 8.E., 
11th, i904. 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; yy = by result. 

— Particulars on qe, personally or by letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane, 


AW. — Solicitor (admitted 1882) Wants 

-4 Engagement; Town or Country ; thoroug : all-round 
experience, good Conveyancer, can act without supervision ; 
moderate salary.—Address, R. H. L., 17, Botanic-road, 
Liverpool. 


AW.—Managing Clerk (unadmitted), many 
years’ London experience, General and Outdoor; 
disengaged about Easter; willing to work under super- 
vision ; excellent references. —W. W., 47, Barnsdale-road, 
Maida Hill, W. 


AW. — Solicitor (35) Desires Managing 
4 Clerkship ; a | country or abroad; fifteen years’ 
experience Town and Country in all branches, includin 
duties of Justices’ Clerk, Advocacy, Indian, ess | anc 
Criminal Codes ; highest references.— Apply, F. E. 
Drvummonp Hay, 8, Bennett-street, Bath. 


AW.—A Solicitor (admitted ; aged 28; 

Prizeman in 1900) Desires Conveyancing or General 

Clerkship in a good office in Town (with a view to Partner- 

aulp im erred) ; good references ; salary moderate.—Apply, 
1, Lincoln’s-inv-fields, W.C. 


ANTED, Situation as Private Secretar y, 
or similar position ; pase good education, French 
&c., and sound commercial experience ; have " aatixtied 
Examiners in College of Preceptors, Cambria | ee and 
Excise Kxams.; age 21.—C. P. Fuawn, 21, Manor-place, 
Paddington-green, W. 


AW COSTS in all departments Drawn 
4 and Settled, from papers or otheswise, for Delivery or 
Taxation ; moderate terms ; experienced draftsman, holding 
highest testimonials ; ; London and Provinces.—Lex., care of 
Hatton & Son, $1, Chancery-!ane, W.C. 


NERJEANT’S INN. — To Solicitors and 

Others.—Suite of commodious Ground Floor Offices, 

with other rooms if required, To be Let. Apply, Fane- 
geornun, Exuis, & Co., 29, Fleet-street, E C 


to be Lent on Mortgage on 
£18, 0 first-class Freehold or long old 
‘ould be dividea.—Tuvsrer. care of ** Bolicitors’ 

Journal” Office, 27, Chanc ery-lane, W.C, 
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